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SOME PLAIN TALK TO VERBOSE 
LAWYERS. 





That brieiness and economy shall be a 
featural merit of Federal Court procedure, 
on the equity side, may now be spoken of 
as assured. There is no hope for relief on 
the law side until an obstinate Congress 
hears the impatient voice of a justly com- 
plaining people and sets the Supreme Court 
free. The latest official expression, guaran- 
teeing this diagnosis, is by Mr. Justice Mc- 
Reynolds, in New York vy. Consolidated Gas 
Company (April 15, 1922, 11 U. S. Sup. 
Crt. Ad. Op. 306), wherein he designated 
the violation of Equity Rules 75 and 76 as 
“indefensible practice which we shall here- 
after feel at liberty to punish to the limit 
of our discretion—possibly by dismissal of 
the appeal.” At about the same time Mr. 
Justice Clarke spoke unofficially to the same 
purpose, as will presently appear. If the 
timing of the two vital utterances were in- 
cidental, then the Bar has viewed a happy 
accident. 


Mr. Justice McReynolds gave the reason 
for the rules as being “intended to protect 
the courts against useless, burdensome rec- 
ords, and litigants from unnecessary costs 
and delay.” It does not require a retentive 
memory to recall that the chief complaint 
against the old equity rules was the costly 
imposition of lengthy depositions. The cost 
of printing often put an appeal out of the 
reach of the ordinary purse. This was a 
plain deprivation of justice. That rich cor- 
porate interests were using this anachronism 
to serve their ends, when pitted against a 
poor opponent, became a popular if not a 
political complaint and helped to fill the col- 
umns of both the daily newspapers and the 
magazines. Incidentally it helped to destroy 
faith in and created hostility to the courts. 





The incentive in this instance was wicked- 
ness—a determination to win, whatever the 
means to the end. Indeed, may it not be 
said of the practice, that it was both uneth- 
ical and immoral. In this case it was 
suggested the litigant should bear the pun- 
ishment, 


But the other phase presents a different 
aspect. It is hidden from unprofessional 
eyes, for the rule is also “intended to pro- 
tect the courts against useless, burdensome 
Let us follow this thought and 
apply it. The courts are behind in their 
business. New cases are piling up constant- 
ly and new business is being added. One 
feels impelled to say that it does seem that 
a lawyer—an officer of the court—would 
feel constrained if not obliged to aid the 
court by lessening the work required of the 
judge through short pleadings, briefs and 
records. It would seem that he would pos- 
sess pride enough in contemporaneous judi- 
cial history to wish the judges to have.time 
and opportunity to equal, if not to surpass, 
their great predecessors. This sentiment has 
merit whether emanating from a feeling of 
gentle sympathy, heroic patriotism or a sim- 
ple sense of economy. 


records.” 


But it may be viewed from an angle of 
deprivation of another’s right. Every page 
of that useless, burdensome record must be 
read by the conscientious judges at the sac- 
rifice of attention to other cases. For these 
reasons the learned Justice might have added 
that the rules were intended as a protection 
to ethical litigants that they may not be 
deprived of their just meed of the time and 
thought of the court. 


The serious breach puts one into a philo- 
sophical mood, rather than one of anger. 
Why does it happen? The incentive may 
be attributable to a lack of disposition to 
perform the necessary labor involved in the 
observance of Rules 75 and 76. It may be 
ignorance of the laws of evidence and of 
procedure. It may be a lack of familiarity 
with the law of the case. It may be a 
wicked disregard of all three, But, in any 
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event, the fault lies with the lawyer, and it 
is respectfully suggested that, in this phase 
of the question, he, and not the litigant, 
should be punished. That is the English 
way. ‘The dismissal of the appeal punishes 
only the client. The guilty lawyer will 
hardly suffer in reputation, and will under- 
go no financial loss. It is doubtful if the 
client will ever know the real, unbiased 
truth. Lawyers are human and therefore 
find difficulty in conceding, if they see, their 
faults. It is through them that the report 
of the trial goes to the client. 


It will be helpful to analyze the offense. 
Said the Court: “Without apparent attempt 
to comply with these rules, and with assent 
of appellant’s counsel, appellants have filed 
a record of 21 volumes—20,000 printed 
pages—made up largely of stenographic re- 
ports of proceedings before the master, with 
hundreds of useless exhibits and many thou- 
pages of matter without present 
value.” Inno gne of those particulars could 
a litigant have had a part except by sug- 
gestion, that obviously should have been 
controlled by the lawyer. But, a lawyer 
would have compounded the transgression 
by following the direction of a client to pad 
a record or to decline to make a proper 
synopsis of it on appeal. 


sand 


Now, let us now consider some proced- 
ural “suggestions” pointed out by Mr. Jus- 
tice Clarke in an unofficial capacity, that 
lose none of their force by appearing in an 
address, instead of an opinion. One would 
not go far afield in adopting these carefully 
framed “comments” as the views of the 
Supreme Court that cannot safely be 
ignored. Mr. Justice Clarke outlined to the 
New York University Law Alumni several 
inexcusable professional faults and pointed 
out some possible reasons. 


The first is the yearning, inspired by an 
imaginary possibility of an increased repu- 
tation arising from an appearance in a case 
docketed in the Federal Supreme Court. 
Undoubtedly, it is a worthy ambition to be 
gratified in suitable cases. But, there is 








another and a very dark side. It is the 
probability that they will, instead, find them- 
selves classified in a sort of a black list “in 
the concluding pages of each volume” as 
exhibiting a lack of both judgment and legal 
knowledge. ‘It would appear,” said the 
speaker, “that some lawyers, in order to 
gratify this desire, resort to ingenuity and 
refinement of constitutional discussion rival- 
ling the Middle Age school men in subtlety 
of distinction and futility of argument.” 
The result is as pitiful as it is disastrous. 
The record shows one-fourth of the aspir- 
ants for the ear of the Supreme Court were 
censured with a per curiam opinion because, 
said Mr. Justice Clarke, “the questions pre- 
sented were deemed so unsubstantial as to 
be unworthy of serious attention,” or be- 
cause “ruled by prior decisions.” 


Then again many lawyers “fail to open 
with a brief statement of the facts involved, 
the disposition below, and the principles of 
law relied upon.” Let us have the disas- 
trous results both to client and lawyer. Said 
Mr. Justice Clarke, “Such epitomized state- 
ment will, of course, be followed by a de- 
tailed statement and argument and citation 
of authorities, but without such an intro- 
duction it is often quite impossible even for 
the most attentive and able judge to appre- 
ciate the evidence and value of either dis- 
cussion or authority.” These elements point 
to the litigant’s loss, but also to the per- 
sonal suffering of the lawyer. “I may say,” 
said the Justice, “that such a statement 
would have saved many a lawyer from 
those questions from the Bench which have 
sometimes proved so disconcerting to coun- 
sel and often disastrous to an otherwise suf- 
ficient argument.” It does seem that this 
warning or reason will bear fruit, for the 
American lawyer is not willfully inclined, 
though somewhat lacking in the discipline 
that surely awaits him. 


The next common lapse is a lack of brev-' 


ity. In one case, declared the Justice, the 
briefs for the plaintiff in error contained 
384 pages, and for the defendant in error, 
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1,064 pages. In another they were, respec- 
tively, 1,373 and 992. Added to these ele- 
phantine exhibitions of information for the 
court were filed a “Brief on the Facts” and 
still another bearing the dignified euhpon- 
ism of “Brief on the Law.” But accom- 
panying these things and as a part and par- 
cel thereof is a third dissertation entitled, 
“Topical Index to Briefs.” After this 
deluge of wisdom there must be included 
the tender administration of an Amicus 
Curiae, of 424 pages! 


No wonder, Mr. Justice Clarke felt in- 
spired, incensed and inclined to sound a 
warning and to call for assistance by giving 
expression to the suffering of an overbur- 
dened mind and body, smothering beneath 
the mountain of chaff that suppressed the 
flame of the living law—the light that has 
guided the course of the greatest nation on 
earth from its infancy, for that is what the 
Supreme Court of the United States has 
done. No wonder that human limitations 
became articulate. A reasonable perfection 
of the dispensation of justice demanded it. 
And who would have done it more gently, 
whimsically and in altogether so effective a 
time and manner? What lawyer could take 
offense except from the promptings of a 
guilty conscience? And that would be a 
welcome symptom. Who is it that will not 
try to profit by the warning, except for the 
love of revenge? And that would be 
progress, 

Mr. 


Altogether, Justice McReynold’s 


opinion and Mr. Justice Clarke’s address 


are two of the most fruitful lessons in ad- 
vocacy that have come within the reach of 
the Bar. They ought to be permanently 
bound with Sir John Simon’s address be- 
fore the Canadian Bar in 1921 and gener- 
ally distributed. That erudite and experi- 
enced Englishman spoke along the same 
lines. Every law school should cause both 
of them to become a compulsory portion of 
its course. 


THomas W. SHELTON. 





NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 





WHEN INTERSTATE CHARACTER OF 
SHIPMENT CEASES.—The case of Baltimore 
& O. S. W. R. Co., vs. Burtch, Ind., 134 N. E. 
858, holds that the interstate character of 
a shipment ceases when the car is placed un- 
der control of the consignee for unloading. 
Accordingly, in an action for injury to a con- 
signee called upon by the conductor of the 
train in accordance with the prevailing cus- 
tom, to assist in unloading a heavy machine, 
it was not error to refuse an instruction that 
would have presented the case as one gov- 
erned by the Federal Employers’ Liability 
Act. 


“In the case at hand the cutter had arrived 
at its destination, and, under rule 8—B, it was 
the duty of the consignee to unload it. The 
duty as fixed by this rule was equally obligatory 
on both appellant and the consignee of the 
shipment. As between them, as claimed by 
appellant, it was a law for their guidance In 
connection with this rule we are confronted 
with evidence undisputed that it was the uni- 
versal custom of railroads to place the car con- 
taining a shipment, as in this case, at some con- 
venient point for the consignee to unload and 
to notify him. Thus it may be said that an 
interstate shipment within rule 8—B is in 
interstate transit from loading to unloading 
points, and ceases to be such only when placed 
under consignee’s control for unloading. When 
this is done, a railroad carrier has completed 
its last stage of service, and, as to such ship- 
ment, it is no longer engaged in interstate 
bansportation. Hence any act by such carrie? 
thereafter with reference to the unloading of 
such shipment, or by any of its employes or 
vthers called by it to assist in such act, would 
not be a furtherance of or an engaging in inter- 
state transportation within the meaning of the 
federal act. Appellant, by its representative— 
the conductor—decided to and did actually en- 
ter upon the work of unloading the cutter while 
the car containing it was a part of the train 
standing on the side track, and work which, 
under the evidence, all must agree was that of 
another, had appellant performed its final act of 
transportation by placing the car in the hands 
of the consignee. This it did not do. Conse 
quently appellant, in defending the instant 
action, found itself compelled to admit either 
‘that it was its duty to unload the cutter and 
that rule 8—B did not apply, or that rule 8—B 
did apply, and that by engaging in the work it 
not only violated the rule claimed by it to have 
the force of a general law, but a proven univer- 
sal custom as well. It chose the latter position, 
thereby interposing its own wrong in opposi- 
tion to a chosen remedy which, but for such 
wrong would be a proper one as the basis of an 
action instituted, not by the consignee, but by 
one who was induced to answer appellant’s call 
for assistance in performing a work in violation 
of a rule it is now offering as a shield against 
responsibility for its negligence claimed to be 


' the proximate cause of apellee’s injury Appell- 
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ant’s position in this respect ought not and 
cannot be approved. There was no error in 
refusing the instruction.” 








USE OF THE WATER IN NAVIGA- 
BLE STREAMS FOR COMMERCE 
AND POWER.* 





Law controls whenever and wherever 
society functions under our dual system. 
Justice is the purpose of law and govern- 
ment, and lawyers are the ministers of 
justice and, therefore, must have special 
interest in all questions relating to law and 
government. It may be that often it is 
not a pecuniary or personal interest but 
still and at all times a larger interest—public 
welfare—which in our country, generally 
speaking, the lawyers have always recog- 
nized. It has been truly said that they 
have shared in the dignity of the founders 
of states, of restorers of states, of pre- 
servers of states, and are by profession 
statesmen." And lawyers as such and as 
judges also must continue to expound and 
apply the law;? and as a correlative it is 
devolved upon them on proper occasions to 
condemn measures or practices not in har- 
mony with our institutions or not con- 
formable to the Constitution, the funda- 
mental law. Related to this thought is the 
expression of Woodrow Wilson which can- 
not be too often repeated. “For the nota- 
ble, I had almost said fundamental, cir- 
cumstance of our political life is that our 
courts are, under our constitutional sys- 
tem, the means of our political develop- 
ment. Every change in our law, every 
modification of political practice, must 
sooner or later pass under their scrutiny. 
We can go only as fast as the legal habit 
of mind of our lawyers will permit. Our 
politics are bound up in the mental char- 
acter and attitude and in the intellectual 


*Revision of a recent address before the Mis- 
sissippi State Bar Association by Hon. Henry 
D. Clayton, of Montgomery, Ala. 


(1) Rufus Choate. 


(2) “It is emphatically the province and duty 
of the judicial department to say what the law 
is.’ Marbury v. Madison, 1 Cranch (6 U. 8S.) 137. 





vigor and vision of our lawyers. Ours is 
so intensely and characteristically a legal 
polity that our politics depend upon our 
lawyers. They are the ultimate instru- 
ments of our life.” It is also apposite to 
say that hardly any question arises in the 
United States which does not become soon- 
er or later the subject of judicial scrutiny 
and debate. And it is the business of law- 
yers to participate in such debate to the 
end that the courts may ascertain and de- 
clare the law. When this is done what- 
ever may be the law, it is the obvious duty 
of the lawyers to inculcate respect for the 
law because it is the law—rules prescribed 
by the supreme authority for the govern- 
ment of human action.* The fact that law 
is the rule of conduct, the guide, the method 
and the only assurance of public and pri- 
vate safety, in short that it is the mighty 
force of free government, does not preclude 
discussion of the wisdom or unwisdom of 
alaw. This truth is too patent to be ques- 
tioned, for indeed the people of the United 
States, more frequently and freely than 
any other peoplés, denounce existing laws 
and demand modification or repeal. But 
even this does not militate against the gen- 
eral perseverance in the idea that eventu- 
ally it makes for civic righteousness, for a 
better measure of justice and for the stabil- 
ity of orderly government if the people ac- 
cept for the time being the existing law 
and abide by it as the controlling force. If 
change of law, organic or other, be desired 
there is always a lawful way to accomplish 
the change by invoking the public will ac- 
cording to the plan and methods of our 
representative government. 

Assuming that these general observations 
are accepted as true, I am sure that the 
readers of this article, as members of the 
great profession and as publicists, will be 
interested in hearing some things about 
the law bearing on the utilization of the 
waters of the navigable streams of the 
United States. 


(3) State v. Hockett, 70 Iowa 442, 454. 
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It is worth while to know that according 
to the Geological Survey there is 53,905,- 
000 potential water horse power in the Unit- 
ed States and only 6,200,245 developed or 
utilized. Therefore, there is now being wast- 
ed 47,704,755 horse power. Doubtless this 
estimate of the potential power is too low. 


Let me give you one instance. The potential” 


water power of Alabama is stated in the 
report referred to, to be 943,000 horse 
power, while it is now being claimed, in 
current history, that there can be developed 
at and near Muscle Shoals on the Tennes- 
see River 1,000,000 horse power or more. 
But it is not my purpose to speak on the ect 
nomic side of this question, for in that 
aspect the subject would have to be dealt 
with in a book and not in a short article. 

Largely because most of the states took 
little or no interest in the subject of devel- 
opment and utilization of the water power 
in our country, Congress passed the Act of 
June 10, 1920, the purpose and scope of 
which is fairly stated, though in general 
terms, in the title, “An Act to create a 
Federal Power Commission, to provide 
for the improvement of navigation; the de- 
velopment of water power; the use of the 
public lands in relation thereto, and to repeal 
Section 18 of the River and Harbor Appro- 
priation Act, approved August 8, 1917, and 
for other purposes.” 

This Act is the fruit of two independent 
bills introduced in the Congress more than 
five years ago. One of them, called the 
Navigable Water Bill, was designed for 
the construction of dams and reservoirs in 
navigable water for the double purpose of 


improving navigation and the harnessing | 


of the surplus water in rocky and shoaly 
courses, where it was deemed best by Con- 
gress under the plan to improve the navi- 
gability by the slack water method; the 
other, called the Public Land Bill, had for 
its main purposes the devotion of flowing 
streams to power uses and for the impound- 
ing of water on the government domain or 
reservation for irrigation in furtherance of 
farm development. 





The two bills had one element in common 
—the development of power. The first 
sought to confer jurisdiction or administra- 
tion upon the Secretary of War; the other 
conferred like power on the Secretary of 
Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture. 
These measures never became laws because 
the Senate and House of Representatives 
could not agree upon the forms and all the 
provisions. Finally the two pieces of pro- 
posed legislation were in material respect 
combined into the one now called 
the Federal Water Power Act, before men- 
tioned. This Act, among other things, cre- 
ated the Federal Power Commission, con- 
sisting of the Secretaries of War, Interior 
and Agriculture, and conferred upon this 
Commission the power of authorizing and 
regulating dams and reservoirs on naviga- 
ble streams and the like improvements on 
public lands. It is apparent, of course, that 
these two subjects of legislation differ 
from each other, for the first relates to 
navigable streams and depends upon the 
power of Congress to regulate interstate 
and foreign commerce; and the other 
having reference to public land belonging 
to the Government, and predicated upon 
the power of Congress to dispose of the 
public lands and to make adequate rules 
and regulations with respect thereto. Both 
of these powers, in their respective scopes, 
have been recognized as plenary. They are, 
of course, limited as the exercise of legisla- 
tive power in the first case to navigable 
waters and in the other to public lands. 
Under the Act here the licensees of the 
Commission are authorized to construct 
dams on navigable streams according to 
the congressional policy and plan. The 
combination of these two subjects into one 
act necessarily required that latitude should 
be given to the Power Commission in pass- 
ing upon applications to erect dams and in 
determining whether in any case the appli- 
cation should be granted and upon what 
conditions, subject to what limitations and 
the like where the public welfare is con- 
cerned. It is manifest from specific pro- 
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visions of the Act that it is the duty of the 
Commission to safeguard the interest of 
the United States in navigation and com- 
merce as well as the interests of the United 
States in the public lands. There are pro- 
visions designed to restrict the action of the 
Power Commission, some relating to com- 
merce and others to public lands. For 
present purposes it is not necessary to am- 
plify this statement. 


The features of the Act which relate to 
water power on the public or government 
lands will not be particularly dealt with at 
this time, but the important provisions hav- 
ing to do with navigable streams specially 
in the states will more closely be considered. 
But, of course, limited space will not per- 
mit a review of all the details of the neces- 
sarily lengthy Act. 


In a case where a licensee of the Power 
Commission sought to condemn the lands 
of riparian owners on the Coosa River in 
Alabama the constitutionality of the Act 
was challenged on the grounds that it tres- 
passes upon the power of the States to 
control and regulate or use their own navi- 
gable waters, which power so claimed on 
the part of the State was admitted to be 
subordinate to the commerce power of 
Congress to intervene for the protection 
and improvement of navigation; * and also 
that it is a delegation of legislative func- 
tions to the Power Commission rather 
than merely the bestowal of administrative 
duties. Stated otherwise, it was said to be 
an attempt on the part of Congress to in- 
vade the right of the State and to take 
away from the State the control and regu- 
lation of the hydro-electric development ; 
that it infringes upon the authority of the 
State in the matter of the transmission and 
distribution within the State of electric 
energy generated therein; and further, that 
the effect of legislation is to put the Gov- 
ernment of the United States into the busi- 
ness not only of generating but of transmit- 


y, Himbal ho ages Pete. 3 Wall, 713, 725; Mobile 
lashed I 102. U. 699; Wisconsin v. Duluth, 





ting and distributing, intrastate and inter- 
state, power originating at the dams con- 
structed under the government _ license, 
which generation, transmission and distri- 
bution is aside from or beyond any govern- 
mental purpose but is for the benefit of 
private corporations or persons licensed to 


‘construct the dams on navigable streams. 


Perhaps it is not too much to say that the 
questions raised can be determined by car- 
dinal rules governing constitutional con- 
structions. For present purposes these 
rules may be summarized as follows: 

In considering its validity the presump- 
tion is that the statute is constitutional.’ 
And the rule following this presumption, 
which has always been adhered to, was 
stated by Chief Justice Marshall to be, 
“Let the end be legitimate, let it be within 
the scope of the Constitution, and all the 
means which are appropriate, which are 
plainly adapted to that end, which are not 
prohibited, but consistent with the letter 
and spirit of the Constitution, are constitu- 
tional.”* 

The use of property including lands, of 
course, when necessary for the purpose of 
improving the navigation on navigable 
streams is such public use that authorizes 
the property to be taken by condemnation 
under the power of eminent domain of the 
United States, and the right to exercise 
this power is limited only by the require- 
ment of the Constitution that just compen- 
sation shall be afforded the owner.’ And 
the United States may sequester, land for a 
Federal purpose without the consent of the 
State.* 

The rule is usually stated to be that 
where property is sought to be taken or 
condemned for a public use whether such 


(5) U.S. v. Gettysburg E. Ry., 160 U. S. 680; 
ok Rechel, 159 U. 5 380; Nichol v. Ames, 


(6) McCulloch v. Maryland, 4 Wheat., 159. 

(7) Kaukauna W. P. Co. vy. Green Bay, etc., 
genet. £8 aes hs gnn shee & “3 os v. U. 
a 8s. . & Vv andler- A 
P. Co., 229 U. 8.53. sa iad 
(8) Kohl y, U. S&S, 91 U. S. 367. For eminent 
domain a the inherent power of the United 
States @ sovereign to take or to authorize 
the taking of property within its jurisdiction 
for the Federal Public use. 
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property is necessary to that end is a legis- 
lative question and the detemination thereof 
by the authorized legislative body cannot be 
questioned in a proceeding to take or con- 
demn the property,® and that a hearing on 
the question of necessity is not essential to 
due process of law demanded by the 14th 
Amendment.?® The general rule is modi- 
fied to the extent that when the legislature 
has declared the use or purpose to be a 
public one its judgment will be respected by 
the courts unless the use be palpably with- 
out reasonable foundation.1‘ But while 
the legislature has the authority to declare 
when a necessity exists for the exercise of 
the power of eminent domain, yet the use 
of any particular property for such pub- 
lic purpose may in the end be a question 
for the courts. And the United States 
can not take property unless necessary- for 
the uses of the United States.** Further- 
more, where the property is taken for a 
public use the fact that it will result in 
greater benefit to some persons than to 
others or that private individuals contrib- 
uted to the expense of such undertaking 
does not affect the constitutional character 
of such use or render it any less of a pub- 
lic nature within the scope and meaning of 
the law of eminent domain." 

The power to determine the question of 
necessity for public use may be delegated 
by Congress to executive officials and their 
findings on this question in the exercise of 
such delegated power is not subject to re- 
view by the courts;’® except as stated in 
the Gettysburg case.” 

(9) Shoemaker v. U. S., 147 U. S. 282; Monon- 


gahela Nav. Co. v. U. S., 148 U. S. 312; U. S. v. 
Gettysburg E. Ry. Co., iso U. S. 668. 

(10) Bragg v. Weaver, 261 U. S. 57. 

(11) Justice Peckham in U. S. v. Gettysburg, 
etc., Co., 160 U. S. 680. 

ar wenn v. City of Lexington (xy.>. 
bat + oe 22 L. R. A. (N. S.) 1; Shoema 
E U. 8S. 282: Pailbrook I. Dist. v. 
Bradley, 164 0. S. 112; Hairston v. D. & bt Ry. 


Co,, 208 U. S. 598: Sears v. Akron. 246 U. S. 242. 
Gs) Stockton v. Baltimore, etc., R. R. Co., 32 
ed. 9. 

(14) Fallbrook I. Dist. v. Bradley. 164 U. S. 

1387 Union Lime Co. vy. C. & N. W. Ry. Co., 233 

U. 8. 211. 


(15) Chappell v. U. S.. 160 U. 
Rridge Co. v. U. S., 204 U. S. 
S., 268 Fed. 273; Forbes v. U. 

(16) U. 
680. 


S. 499; Union 
864; Forbes v. U. 
S., 259 Fed. 5865. 

S. v. Gettysburg, etc., Co., 160 U. S. 





The fact that the expenses incident to the 
condemnation and the resultant compensa- 
tion award are paid by private person or 
corporation is consistent with the Consti- 
tution, is not a delegation of the power of 
eminent domain to private parties, the prop- 
erty being thus acquired by the Govern- 
ment and it being immaterial and of no con- 
cern to the owners what arrangement the 
Government may have with others for the 
payment of the compensation.‘ 


Of course the lawyer and the intelligent 
layman understand, in a general way, the 
demarkation between the powers granted to 
the Federal government and those reserved 
to the States; and the text books abound 
in utterances touching the subject. From 
the very beginning, however, and in in- 
stances too numerous to mention, the de- 
bate has been in concrete cases over the 
question where the power of the State 
ends and that of the Federal government be- 
gins. This is to say that it is easy to state 
in a general and abstract way the difference 
between the two powers, but that the ap- 
plication of the governing doctrines and 
principles have been it is not too much to 
say, the occasion for the profound study and 
the subject of earnest debate on the part of 
statesmen and at the same time the courts 
as a rule have been called upon to give 
grave consideration to and to determine 
the application of these doctrines and prin- 
ciples. This subject has been dealt with in 
many treatises on the development of the 
American Constitutional Law. Doubtless 
such debates will continue and such consid- 
eration by the courts will be had from time 
to time as long as our Government shall 
endure in its present form and with its ex- 
isting dual system. It is our hope and be- 
lief, we may say here, that our Government 
with its representative characteristics will 
last forever, for it is the best experiment 
ever practiced anywhere at any time. 


Our system has been solemnly declared 
to be an indissoluble union of indestructible 


17) In re Legttormmatien. ete., of Rouge 
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River, 266 Fed. 105 
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states. And yet, as I have said in other 
words, this fine doctrine and sentiment has 
and will continue to be the subject of acri- 
monious debate in our politics and for re- 
sponsible study and determination by the 
courts whenever and wherever there is con- 
flict or apparent conflict between the au- 
thority of the United States and a State or 
States. It is true that at the time the States 
formed themselves into a more perfect union 
under the Constitution they held the 
right to their navigable waters, and the beds 
under them, with the right to use or dispose 
thereof without substantial impairment of 
the interest of the public in such waters; 
and it is accepted that absolute property in 
and dominion over navigable streams, tide- 
waters, and the underlying soils were not 
granted to the general government but were 
reserved to and now remain in the States 
er under State sovereignty. ** It is also 
familiar that the State’s ownership of or 
sovereignty over navigable waters is sub- 
ordinate to the control of Congress over 
commerce and navigation. Whatever right 
the State has to use or dispose of naviga- 
ble waters, for instance, to bridge, obstruct, 
divert or improve and the like, is not supe- 
rior to the power of Congress to regulate 
foreign and interstate commerce, including 
navigation, and to protect and improve the 
navigability of navigable streams and other 
waters.’® It is also a settled doctrine that 
the power of Congress over navigable 
streams is limited to the protection and im- 
provement of them in the interests of com- 
merce, that is to say navigation. The mu- 
nicipal power of the states over their 
streams, underlying and adjacent lands, is 
subordinate to the right of eminent domain 
of the United States to take such lands for 
Federal constitutnonal purposes. It must 
be conceded that the Federal government 
can take property necessary for the im- 
provement of the navigability or navigable 
streams and when it does take property for 


(18) Martin v. yreeeen. 16 Pet. 367; Man- 
chester v. Mass., 139 U. % 

(19) Gibbons v. Ogden Wheat. 1, 194; 
Stone v. Southern Il ridge ve 206 U. S. 267. 





such purpose—primary or dominant—then 
what use or disposition can the Federal 
government rightfully, that is to say in har- 
mony with a fair interpretation ot tne con- 
stitutional grant, make of the surplus water 
wasted at the dam constructed to improve 
navigation by the slack water method? 
This question I shall hereafter undertake 
to answer. 

Now let me apply the foregoing doctrines 
and principles to the Federal Power Com- 
mission Act, the title of which has been 
stated. 

Section 3 defines the term “navigable 
waters” for it says 

“ “Navigable waters’ means those parts 
of streams or other bodies of water over 
which Congress has jurisdiction under its 
authority to regulate commerce with for- 

eign nations and among the several States, 
and which either in their natural or im- 
proved condition, notwithstanding _ inter- 
ruptions between the navigable parts of 
such streams or waters by falls, shallows 
or rapids compelling land carriage, are 
used or suitable for use for the transporta- 
tion of persons or property in interstate or 
foreign commerce, including therein all 
such interrupting falls, shallows or rapids, 
together with such other parts of streams 
as shall have been authorized by Congress 
for improvement by the United States, or 
shall have been recommended to Congress 
for such improvement after investigation 
under its authority.” 

This expression is in harmony with what 
the Supreme Court has often held the term 
“navigable stream” to mean; and doubtless 
it will be admitted that this definition shows 
that Congress meant to and was exercising 
its incontestable power over navigable 
waters of navigable streams. 


Farther on the Act says— 


“Project? means complete unit of im- 
provement or development, consisting of 
power house, all water conduits, all dams 
and appurtenant works and structures, in- 
cluding navigation structures, which are a 
part of said unit,” 


showing again that Congress was dealing 
with navigation or what pertains to it in a 
detail aspect. 
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By Section 4 the Commission is empow- 
ed, “to make investigations ahd to collect 
and record data concerning the utilization 
of the water resources of any region to 
be developed, the water power industry 
and its relation to other industries, and to 
interstate or foreign commerce”, 
and this evidences an additional intention 
of Congress to make better use of the water 
for commerce as well as to develop power 
and that in the promotion of both projects 
the data is desired. And then under para- 
graph (d) the Commission is authorized 
“to issue licenses to citizens of the United 
States, or to any association of such citi- 
zen, or to any corporation organized under 
the laws of the United States or any State 
there of, or municipality * * * for the de- 
velopment and improvement of navigation, 
and for the development, transmission and 
utilization of power across, along, from or 
in any of the navigable streams of the 
United States.” 


(The language that does not refer to 
navigation is omitted.) 

The enactment proceeds 

“Provided further that no license affect- 
ing the navigable capacity of any navigable 
waters of the United States shall be issued 
until the plans of the dam or other struc- 
tures affecting navigation have been ap- 
proved by the Chief of Engineers and the 
Secretary of War.” 

And here it may be said that this is the 
delegation of a mere administrative detail 
and cannot be the delegation of legislative 
power. So the following language of the 
Act may be likewise characterized. 

“Whenever the contemplated improve- 
ment is, in the judgment of the Commis- 
sion, desirable and justified in the public 
interest for the purpose of improving or 
developing a waterway or waterways for 
the use or benefit of interstate or foreign 
commerce, a finding to that effect shall be 
made by the Commission and shall become a 
part uf the records of the Commission.” 

In providing for the improvement of the 
navigability of a stream this power has been 
conferred just as it has been customary, as 
illustrated by numerous statutes which have 
been upheld ; that is to say statutes delegat- 
ing to an agent or agents whose judgment 





will determine the necessity for or the ex- 
pediency of the selection of the particular 
place or the ascertainment of like essential 
facts. This has been the legislative practice 
in providing for the detailed execution of 
the congressional or Federal policy where 
the Secretary of War, for instance, or some 
other official of the government has been 
named to act in the matter of carrying out 
the statute.?° 

Section 6 is that— 

“Each such license shall be conditioned 
upon acceptance by the licensee of all the 
terms and conditions of this Act, and such 
further conditions, if any, as the Commis- 
sion shall prescribe in conformity with this 
Act, which said terms and conditions and 
the acceptance thereof shall be expressed 
in said license.” 

Thus the matter of license to construct 
the dam becomes in its nature the contract 
between the licensee and the government 
for making the improvement, and when ac- 
cepted the licensee is bound to comply with 
its conditions or submit to forfeiture of 
license. 


Section 10 goes more into detail, for it 
provides— 

“That all licenses issued under this Act 
shall be on the foliowing conditions: 

That the project adopted, including the 
maps, plans and specifications shall be such 
as in the judgment of the Commission will 
be best adapted to a comprehensive scheme 
of improvement and utilization for the pur- 
poses of navigation, of water-power devel- 
opment, and of other beneficial public 
uses; and if necessary in order to secure 
such scheme— 


that is, a scheme in the interest of navi- 
gation, which is the paramount considera- 
tion— 

“the Commission shall have the authority 
to require the modification of any project— 
And “project” includes navigation struc- 
tures— 

“and of the plans and specifications of the 
project works before approval.” 
Further, 


(20) O. S. Nav. Ce. v. St h 
320; Brushaber v. U. P. her RCo. 240 US ary 
Field v. Clark, ie s: 649; Buttfield v. Stran- 
gtr 192 U. S. %. S. v. Grimaud, 220 U. 
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“(c) That the licensee shall maintain 
the project works in a condition of repair 
adequate for the purposes of navigation 
and for the efficient operation of said works 
in the development and transmission of 
power, shall make all necessary renewals 


’ and replacement, shall establish and main- 


tain adequate depreciation reserves for such 
purposes, shall so maintain and operate said 
works as not to impair navigation, and 
shall conform to such rules and regulations 
as the Commission may from time to time 
prescribe for the protection of life, health 
and property.” 

Section 11 stipulates : 

“That if the dam or other project works 
are to be constructed across, along, or in 
any of the navigable waters of the United 
States, the Commission— 
will require certain thing, ot which the ones 
with reference to navigation follow. The 
Act states 

“That such licensee shall, to the extent 

necessary to preserve and improve naviga- 
tion facilities, construct, in whole or in part, 
without expense to the United States, in 
connection with such dam, a lock or locks, 
booms, sluices, or other structures for navi- 
gation purposes in accordance with plans 
and specifications approved by the Chief of 
Engineers and the Secretary of War and 
made part of such license.” 
{n other words, as a fundamental require- 
ment of the acceptance of the license, the 
licensee is bound to do these things in ref- 
erence to navigation. Further, it is re- 
quired 

“(b) That in case such structures for 
navigation purposes are not made a part 
of the original construction at the expense 
of the licensee, then whenever the United 
States shall desire to complete such naviga- 
tion facilities the licensee shall convey to 
the United States, free of cost, such of its 
land and its rights of way * * * through 
is dams, and permit such control of pools 
as may be required to complete such navi- 
gation facilities.” 

“(c) That such licensee shall furnish free 
of cost to the United States power for the 
operation of such navigation facilities, 
whether constructed by the licensee or by 
the United States.” 

It would seem that Section 11 is sufficient 
to show that the paramount object of the 


Act is the promotion of navigation. 





Thus has been covered in a general way 
the provisions relating to navigation until 
we get to one of vital importance here, that 
is Section 21. That confers upon the 
agency of the United States, selected under 
the legislative authority, which agency is 
the licensee, the power and duty to act in 
reference to the navigation project both in 
its construction and in its maintenance. 

Now it is clear that the Government has 
the right to condemn private property for 
public use and the private right or use for 
or benefit is immaterial so far as the valid- 
ity of the Act is concerned. It is settled 
that Congress can delegate the right of emi- 
nent domain to a Federal agency selected 
pursuant to the congressional authority, an 
agency for carrying out its policy and prin- 
ciples in an administrative way in the de- 
velopment or improvement of navigaton. 
Of course, in the other phase of the Act, 
dealing with waters on government reserva- 
tions, public lands, the right of eminent 
domain of the United States is, I think, for 
all practical purposes not so very limited.”* 

Section 21 provides 


“That when any licensee cannot acquire 
by contract or pledges an unimproved dam 
site or the right to use or damage the lands 
or property of others necessary to the con- 
struction, maintenance or operation of any 
dam, reservoir, diversion structure, or the 
works appurtenant or accessory thereto, 
in conjunction with an improvement which, 
in the judgment of the Commission, is de- 
sirable and justified in the public interest 
for the purpose of improving or developing 
a waterway or waterways for the use or 
benefit of interestate or foreign commerce, 
it may acquire the same by the exercise of 
the right of eminent domain in the District 
Court of the United States for the district 
in which such land or other property may 
be located, or in the State courts. The 
practice and procedure in any action or pro- 
ceeding for that purpose in the District 
Court of the United States shall conform 
as nearly as may be with the practice and 
procedure in similar action or proceeding 
in the court of the State where the property 
is situated: Provided, that United States 
District Courts shall only have jurisdiction 


(21) U. 8. vy. Winans, 198 U. 8. 383: Mormon 
Chureh y. U. S., 186 U. S. 48. 
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of cases where the amount claimed by the 
owner of the property to be ‘condemned 
exceeds $3,000.” 

You will note that the Act giving the 
right of eminent domain for navigation pur- 
poses copies word for word the previous 
language of the Act which conferred upon 
the Federal Power Commission the admin- 
istrative authority as agency to determine 
when the improvement, in the judgment of 
the Commission, is desirable and justified in 
the public interest, for the purpose of pro- 
moting commerce or improving the water- 
way. 

Here are the more explicit provisions 
contained in the license. Article 9 of the 
license is that 

“Operation of the navigation facilities 
and the discharging of water from the dam 
and the control of the level of the reservoir 
created by the dam, are subject to such rea- 
sonable rules and regulations in the interest 
of navigation as may be made from time to 
time by the Secretary of War.” 

In further regard to the scope of the 
Act, the national policy expressed in it is 
that the United States may at the expira- 
tion of fifty years take over any water pro- 
ject constructed under the Act and that if 
the United States does not at the end of 
such period take over the project the State 
or municipality under Section 7 is given 
the preferential right over the original lessee 
to a renewal of the license. Thus the Unit- 
ed States or the State may take over the 
project as stated. During the fifty year 
term the right is also reserved to the United 
States or the State or municipality to take 
it over at any time by the condemnation 
proceedings on the payment of just com- 
pensation. These provisions and the Act 
itself are in line with a veto message of 
President Taft, who said 

“I deem it highly important that the na- 
tion should adopt a consistent and harmon- 
ious policy of treatment of these water 
power projects which will preserve for this 
purpose their value to the Government 
whose right it is to grant the permit. The 
necessity for the adoption of such a policy 
has recently been pointed out, with my ap- 





proval by the Secretary of War, and I see 
no reason why this bill should be exempted 
from the safeguards which have been rec- 
ommended by him in the cases of other 
bills now pending before Congress.” 


Sections 19 and 27 of the Act evidence 
the intention of Congress while asserting 
the Federal power to carefully respect the 
reserved power of the States. These two 
sections are manifestly the result of a com- 
promise on the part of those Senators and 
Representatives who held the broadest view 
of congressional power over the subject 
and those of their associates most pro- 
nounced in desiring to safeguard the rights 
of the States. But nevertheless the pur- 
poses are the improvement and use of navi- 
gable stream for commerce and, incidental- 
ly, the subservient use of the superabun- 
dant water at the dams for generating 
power, and in the same connection the in- 
tention was to negative the charge of Fed- 
eral usurpation and to distinctly recognize 
the rights of the State in navigable streams: 
for Section 19 takes cognizance of the 
rights of the States to regulate the services 
to be rendered by public utilities to con- 
sumers of power and the rates and charges 
therefor. Its language is 


“That as a condition of the license, every 
licensee hereunder which is a public-service 
corporation, or a person, association, or 
corporation owning or operating any pro- 
ject and developing, transmitting, or dis- 
tributing power for sale or use in public 
service, shall abide by such reasonable reg- 
ulation of the service to be rendered to 
customers or consumers of power, and of 
rates and charges of payment therefor, as 
may from time to time be prescribed by any 
duly constituted agency of the State in 
which the service is rendered or the rate 
charged. That in case of the development, 
transmission, or distribution, or use in pub- 
lic service of power by any licensee here- 
under or by its customer engaged in public 
service within a State which has not author- 
ized and empowered a commission or other 
agency or agencies within said State to reg- 
ulate and control the services to be rendered 
by such licensee or by its customer en- 
gaged in public service, or the rates and 
charges of payment therefor, or the amount 
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or character of securities to be issued by 
any of said parties, it is agreed as a condi- 
tion of such license that jurisdiction is here- 
by conferred upon the Commission, upon 
complaint of any person aggrieved or upon 
its own initiative, to exercise such regula- 
tion and control until such time as the 
State shall have provided a commission of 
other authority for such regulation and 
control: Provided, that the jurisdiction of 
the Commission shall cease and determine 
as to each specific matter of regulation and 
control prescribed in this section as soon as 
the State shall have provided a commission 
or other authority for the regulation and 
control of that specific matter.” 

And Section 27 stipulates 

“That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed as affecting or intending to affect 
or in any way interfere with the laws of 
the respective States relating to the control, 
appropriation, use or distribution of water 
used in irrigation or for municipal or other 
uses, or any vested right acquired therein.” 
Of course the application of the doctrine 
ejusdem generis will reconcile this section 
with the other provisions of the Act so that 
under the principles before stated the enact- 
ment will stand as a lawful measure for 
the improvement of navigation. 

I think the case of U. S. v. Chandler- 
Dunbar Co., 229 U. S., 53, is in point and 
that the doctrine there announced sustains 
the constitutionality of the Federal Water 
Power Act. It will be remembered that 
there the Act of March 3, 1909 (35 Stat., 
815, 820) was under review and that it au- 
thorized the Secretary of War to lease upon 
agreed terms any excess of water which re- 
sulted from the conservation of the flow 
of the river and the works which the Gov- 
ernment constructed. It was claimed in one 
aspect of the Federal Water Power Act 
that the Act of 1909 was the taking of pri- 
vate property for commercial uses and not 
for navigation. But Justice Lurton, who de- 
livered the unanimous opinion of the Court, 
said 

“But aside from the exclusive public pur- 
pose declared by the eleventh section of the 
act, the twelfth section declares that the 
conservation of the flow of the river is 
‘primarily for the benefit of navigation, and 





incidentally for the purpose of having the 
water power developed, either for the airect 
use of the United States, or by lease * * * 
through the Secretary of War.’ If the pri- 
mary purpose is legitimate, we can see no 
sound objection to leasing any excess of 
power over the needs of the Government. 
The practice is not unusual in respect to 
similar public works constructed by state 
governments. In Kaukauna Co. v. Green 
Bay &c. Canal, 142 U. S. 254, 273, respect- 
ing a Wisconsin Act to which this objection 
was made, the Court said: 


‘But, if, in erection of a public dam for 
a recognized public purpose, there is nec- 
essarily produced a surplus of water, which 
may properly be used for manufacturing 
purposes, there is no sound reason why 
the State may not retain to itself the power 
of controlling or disposing of such water 
as an incident of its right to make such im- 
provement. Indeed it might become very 
necessary to retain the disposition of it in its 
own hands, in order to preserve at all times 
a sufficient supply for the purposes of navi- 
gation. If the riparian owners were al- 
lowed to tap the pond at different places 
and draw off the water for their own use, 
serious consequences might arise, not only 
in connection with the public demand for 
the purposes of navigation, but between the 
riparian owners themselves as to the proper 
proportion each was entitled to draw—con- 
troversies which could only be avoided by 
the State reserving to itself the immediate 
supervision of the entire supply. As there 
is no need of the surplus running to waste, 
there was nothing objectionable in permit- 
ting the State to let out the use of it to 
private parties, and thus reimburse itself for 
the expenses of the improvement.’ ” 


The right of the United States to the use 
of the surplus water was recognized in the 
case where the United States had purchased 
the improvement on the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers and permitted the grantor to reserve 
from the conveyance all personal property 
and the water power created at the dam by 
the use of the surplus waters not needed for 
the purpose of navigation, had completed 
and maintained the improvement at a large 
expense ; and it was held that the reserva- 
tion of the use or disposition of the surplus 
waters accumulated by the dams built be- 


(22). Green Bay & M. C. Co. v. Patton, 2 
U. S. 58. 5 eens 
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came vested in the United States when it 
acquired the improvement and that the sub- 
sequent purchaser from the United States 
of the water power became the sole owner 
of the same subject only. to the control and 
regulation of its use by the United States.” 

To consider all provisions of the Act re- 
lating to administrative detail or to elabor- 
ate the argument advanced or to read from 
all the authorities supporting the principles 
involved would not consist with the occasion 
or be deferential to you whose courtesy is 
enjoyed. 

It must be concluded that in passing the 
Federal Water Power Act, providing for 
navigation and the servient use of excessive 
water, Congress did not transcend the con- 
stitutional grant of power. It may be that 
if the Act created a power commission for 
the sole purpose of damming up navigable 
streams in order to generate and sell water 
power the Act would be in excess of the 
Constitution. But the purpose as shown 
by Section 18, as well as that in the other 
sections mentioned, is that the operation 
of any navigation facilities as a part of or 
related to any dam or structure built under 
the Act shall be controlled by rules and 
regulations made by the Secretary of War 
in the interests of navigation, including the 
control of the level of the pool created by 
such dam or structure Thus we see that 
this is a further negation of the idea that 
Congress intended to put the Federal gov- 


ernment into the business of generating and é 
_ rant and the kitchen, he drew a pistol and 


selling water power. And it may be said 
that this Section 18 gives additional empha- 
sis to the fact that the purpose of Congress 
was to improve the navigation and to con- 
serve the necessary water to that end. 
Comment need not be made on the far- 
reaching effect of the Federal policy and 
this law carrying the purpose of the sub- 
servient use of water which is in excess of 
that necessary for navigation in navigable 
streams, That is suggested as a subject for 
your intelligent, thoughtful consideration. 
Henry D. Crayton. 
Montgomery. ‘ 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT— 
ASSAULT. 





SCHOLTZHAUER v. C. & L. LUNCH CO. 





134 N. E. 701. 





Court of Appeals of New York, Feb. 28, 1922. 





Where a waitress, engaged in her work, was 
shot and killed by a co-employe, a negro, be- 
cause she had declined an invitation to go out 
with him, the murder, while it arose during the 
“course of the employment,” did not arise out 
of it, but because of her refusal to accept the 
negro’s invitation and his anger by reason 
thereof, and did not justify an award of com- 
pensation under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Law, since an award cannot be made where the 
accident results from the chances of life in 
general, to which the injured person was ex- 
posed in common with all mankind, rather than 
as an employe. 





Charles B. Sullivan, of Albany, .and Alfred 
W. Andrews, of New York City, for appellants. 


Charles D. Newton, Atty. Gen. (E. C. Aiken, 
of Albany, of counsel), for respondents. 


McLAUGHLIN, J. On the 28th of June, 1919, 
Irma D. Scholtzhauer, daughter of the claim- 
ant, was employed as a waitress by the C. & L. 
Lunch Company, at 2246 Broadway, New York 
City. There was employed at the same time, 
by the same company, a colored dishwasher 
by the name of Arthurs. About 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of the day named Arthurs ir- 
vited the daughter to go out with him that 
evening. She declined the invitation and stated 
to another employe that she would not go out 
with a negro. Her statement to this effect 
having been repeated to Arthurs, made him 
very angry. Shortly thereafter, when the 
daughter took some dishes to the place where 
Arthurs was working and pushed them through 
an opening in the partition between the restau- 


shot her, and immediately ran from the kitchen 
to the restaurant, again shot her, and she died 
shortly thereafter. Claims for compensation 
were filed by the mother and two sisters of 
the deceased, on the ground that they were 
dependents. The claims of the sisters were 
not allowed, but that of the mother was. An 
appeal was taken by the employer and the 
insurance cxrrier to the Appellate Division, 
Third Department, where the determination of 
the Industrial Board was unanimously affirmed. 
Permission was thereafter given to appeal to 
this Court. 





To justify the State Industrial Board in mak- 
ing an award, the injury complained of must 
; have arisen both out of and in the course of 








oto ee 


2 5ot  E 


ogo acaeeeree 








CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 





No. 25 








the employment. It must have been received 
ewhile th2 employe was doing the work for 
which he was employea, and in addition there- 
to such injury must be a natural incident to 
the work. It must be one of the risks con. 
nected with the employment, flowing therefrom 
as a natural consequence and directly con- 
nected with the work. Heitz v. Ruppert, 218 
N. Y. 148, 112 N. E. 750, L. R. A. 1917A, 344. 
An award cannot be made where the accident 
results from the chances cf life in general to 
which the injured pers 2 was exposed in com- 
mon with all mankind rather than as an em- 
ploye. Heitz v. Ruppert, supra, 218 N. Y. 152, 
112 N. E. 750, L. R. A. 1917A, 344; Craske v. 
Wigan (1909), L. R. 2 K. B. 635; Thom v. Sin- 
clair (1917), App. Cas. 137; Dennis v. White 

Co. (1917), App. Cas. 479; Rayner v. Sligh 
Furniture Co., 180 Mich. 168, 146 N. W. 665, 
L. R. A. 1916A, 22, Ann. Cas. 1916A, 386. 


The authorities cited by the respondent are 
not in point. The injury in such cases all 
arose over some dispute as to the work to be 
done by the employe or in some other way 
were directly traceable to and connected with 
the employment. Here the injury to the daugh- 
ter, while it arose during the course of, did 
not arise out of, the employment. The ohly 
suggestion that the employment had any bear- 
ing on the injury was that the employment 
brought the two persons together. The mur- 
der, however, arose mt out of the employ- 
ment, but because the deceased refused to 
accept Arthurs’ invitation, and his anger by 
reason thereof. The fact that the murder took 
place on the employer’s premises was a mere 
incident. It might equally well have hap- 
pened on the sidewalk in front of the building, 
or while the daughter was on her way home, 
or at any other place where Arthurs had 
chanced to meet her. Had Arthurs made the 
proposal to the daughter while she was away 
from the place of employment, and after her 
rejection of it had killed her, it could not with 
any reason be contended that a claim could 
arise under the Compensation Law (Consol. 
Laws, c. 67). 

The order of the Appellate Division and the 
determination of the Industrial Board are 
therefore reversed, and the claim dismissed, 
with costs against the Industrial Board in this 
court and the Appellate Division. : 


Order reversed, etc. 


Note—Injuries from Assault Arising in Con- 
troversy not Connected with Employment as Com- 
pensable—The test to be applied to determine 
whether or not an injury is compensable which 
is due to an assault made upon the employe is 





whether the attack grew out of the employment 
or was one of personal vengeance. The foreman 
of a composing room, who had the right to give 
orders pertaining to the janitor work of that 
room, and, if the orders were not obeyed to 
report such violation to the employer, was shot 
by a negro janitor.. On the day before the 
shooting the foreman had reported the janitor for 
refusal to obey orders. The janitor testified that 
the foreman did not want him to work there, 
and that the man in control of the janitor work 
had told the foreman to leave this janitor alone, 
and that he shot the foreman because the foreman 
tried to shoot him. Compensation was denied. 
Marshall vy. Banker-Vawter Co., 206 Mich. 466, 
173 N. W. 191, 18 N. C. C. A. 1051. 


Where a chauffeur was directed to drive a pas- 
senger to a railway station, and arriving at the 
station and finding that the train was late, he pro- 
ceeded to drive to another point for his own and 
his passenger’s convenience, and while so doing 
was shot by the passenger, who suddenly became 
insane, the Court held that the accident did not 
arise out of the employment, for the employe 
left the employment for purposes of his own. 
Central Garage v. Ind. Commission, 286 Ills. 291, 
121 N. E. 587, 


An abattoir worker, resenting an assault by a 
coemploye, who threw a piece of flesh at him, 
used the flesh in striking another employe, whom 
he erroneously believed to be the assailant. The 
latter in turn kicked the claimant. It was held 
that the injuries sustained by the claimant arose 
out of the employment. In this case the Court in 
part said: 


“I may seem harsh and arbitrary to impose 
liability upon a master for an assault committed 
by a workman upon a co-workman, but the pur- 
pose and intent of the statute is to fix an arbi- 
trary liability in the greater public interest in- 
volved. This legislation was to ameliorate a 
social condition—not to define a situation or fix a 
liability by an adherence to the old common law. 
Liability was imposed regardless of fault—vitally 
different from that under the common law. In- 
jury by an employe moved by some cause aside 
from his regular duties, may be considered an 
inevitable, however undesirable, result—a _ risk 
which is incident to the employment of many per- 
sons. It is a burden which industry may well 
bear under this legislation.” Verschlerser v. Jo- 
seph Stern & Son, N. Y. App. Div., 128 N. E. 126, 
6 W. C. L. J. 472. 


The superintendent of an apartment house was 
injured by an assault committed upon him by a 
tenant of the building as the result of a quarrel 
arising from insults offered the tenant’s wife. 
The Court held that the accident did not arise 
out of the employment, assaults being accidents 
arising out of the employment only when the em- 
ploye is engaged in the master’s business. Muller 
v. H. & A. Cohen, Inc., 186 App. Div. 845, 174 
N. Y. Supp. 736, 3 W. C. L. J. 649. 


Tn a case in which it appeared that a negro 
killed a fellow employe, who refused to bring the 
negro a drink when getting one for himself, it 
was held that death was not due to an accident 
having its origin in a risk of the employment. 
“hicago v. Ind. Commission, Ifls., 127 N. E. 49, 
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1. Automobiles—Negligence.— Negligence of 
servant driving automobile is imputable to em- 
ployers riding as passengers.—Cole v. Wash- 
ington Water Power Co., Wash., 204 Pac. 1060. 


2.——Willful Injury.—Under C. S. § 768, pro- 
viding that no woman shall be arrested, except 
for willful injury to a person, in an action for 
injury from being struck by an automobile, 
where the evidence showed that defendant was 
in open violation of the laws as to running of 
automobiles, and her conduct was without re- 
gard for the lives and safety of others, the 
issue as to whether her acts were willful was 
for the jury.—Weathers v. Baldwin, N. C., 111 
Ss. E. 183. 

3. Bankruptey—Enforcement of Obligations. 
—Under Bankruptcy Law, § 11, the power to 
stay obligations of bankrupts relates only to 
dischargeable debts, and the enforcement of 
obligations not dischargeable will not be stayed. 
—In re Stone, U. S. D. C., 278 Fed. 566. 

4. License Contract.—A so-called license 
contract, under which petitioner delivered to 
bankrupt certain patented ovens and other un- 
patented bakery tools and equipment, for a con- 
sideration equal to their full value, with the 
right to use petitioner’s trade-mark on its prod- 
ucts and certain secret formulas, on payment 
of a royalty on its sales, which contract re- 
served title in petitioner to all the property, 
with the right to retake the same on breach 








of conditions, held valid in such reservation as 
to the patented ovens, and the right to use the 
trade-mark, but invalid to give a lien on any 
of the unpatented articles, as against bank- 
rupt’s creditors, not being recorded as required 
by the laws of the state—In re Federal Sys- 
tem of Bakeries of Maryland, U. S. D. C., 278 
Fed. 523. 

5. Lien.—A landlord, who had a lien on a 
part of bankrupt’s property, which he waived 
by agreement with the trustee to allow the 
property to be sold as a whole, held entitled 
to prove that the value of the property sub- 
ject to his lien exceeded his claim, in support 
of his claim to priority of payment from the 
proceeds of the sale, and the inv.ntory and 
appraisement of the trustee and the bid of a 
third party for such property, when offered 
separately, held competent evidence.—Frederick 
v. Meyran, U. 8S. C. C. A., 278 Fed. 503. 

6. Set-off—A provable claim of a bank 
against a bankrupt estate, and a claim of the 
trustee in bankruptcy for funds of the estate 
deposited in the bank as an authorized deposi- 
tory of the court, held not “mutual debts,” 
which may be made the subject of set-off by 
either party under Bankruptcy Act, § 68a—tiIn 
re O’Gara Coal Co., U. S. C. C. A., 278 Fed. 609. 


7. Banks and Banking—Debt to Bank.—A 
bank to which a person is indebted has a right 
to apply any fund belonging to the debtor in 
its possession to its debt.—Beatty-Folsom Co. 
v. Edwards, Tex., 238 S. W. 340. 

8. Loan.—Under Laws 1917, p. 297, § 52, 
an officer of a bank cannot make a loan to him- 
self, and a loan to him cannot be consummated 
without the resolution required by the statute 
being first entered in the corporate minutes, 
and an offense cannot be wiped out by a sub- 
sequent approval.—State v. Larson, Wash., 204 
Pac. 1041. 

9.——Negligence—The sending of envelope 
containing bonds through the mail without 


registration of envelope by employees of bank 
having possession of bonds of depositor for the 
purpose of sale held negligence.—Citizens’ Nat. 
Bank of Jasper v. Ratcliff & Lanier, Tex., 238 
S. W. 362. 

10. Negligence.— Defendant bank, agent 
for plaintiff in the remittance of interest on 
June 1, 1916, wrote plaintiff, in Germany, that 
they were unable to make her interest remit- 
tance by draft and, without waiting for direc- 
tions asked, made remittance by checks for 
marks, which were held back by Great Britain 
till 1919, when the checks were dishonored. In 
an action for the amount of the checks in 
American money, held, that defendant was guil- 
ty of negligence, and that plaintiff's recovery 
should not be limited to her rights on the 
checks, the value of which was almost nil at 
time of suit.—Barney v. Bond & Mortgage Guar- 
antee Co., N. Y., 193 N. Y. S. 19. 

11.——“‘Wireless Transfer.’—On the seller of 
a “wireless transfer” rests the duty to effect 
cancellation and return within a reasonable 
time after he learns it cannot be delivered, but 
the conditions of the World War and conditions 
following it afforded excuse for the seller's 
failure to effect return and cancellation of a 
credit purchased in February, 1917; the seller’s 
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first knowledge of non-delivery being August 
13, 1920.—Plischner v. Taylor, N. Y., 192 N. Y. 
S. 236. 


12. Bills and Notes—Considersa.ion.—Knowl- 
edge of the consideration of a note is not notice 
that the consideration has faiied, if it has 
failed; and one who buys the note bona fide 
for value and before maturity is not bound 
to make inquiry whether there is a failure of 
consideration. Citizens’ Bank of Vidalia v. 
Greene, 12 Ga. App. 49(3), 76 S. E. 795.—Aprea 
v. Oglethorpe Savings & Trust Co., Ga. 111 S. 
E. 2165. 


13. Carriers of Goods—Demurrage.—Where, 
because of unprecedented flood conditions, cars 
of logs could not be delivered at the usual 
unloading place on a spur track next to the 
boom connected with consignee’s mill plant, 
but were left at a distance outside consignee’s 
mill premises, there was no delivery, and there- 
fore there could be no demurrage.—Oregon- 
Washington R. & Nav. Co. v. McGoldbrick L. 
Co., Wash., 204 Pac. 1059. 


14, gg .—In view of Personal Prop- 
erty Law, § 101, subd. 2, gn me that, where 
title to goods shipped is by the bill of lading 
retained by the seller, his property therein shall 
be deemed only for the purpose of securing 
performance by the buyer, where a shipment 
of potatoes, accompanied by a bill of lading 
running to the seller with draft attached, was 
injured in transit, the carrier was liable to 
the. buyer for damages resulting from negli- 
gence.—Kleinhans v. Canadian Pac. Ry. Co., N. 
Y,. 198 N. Y. 25. 


15. Carriers of Live Stock—Notice of Loss.— 
A shipper is not barred from .aaintaining a 
suit against the carrier to recover for a loss 
to an interstate shipment of live stock occa- 
sioned by the carrier’s negligence, because he 
did not file his claim with the carrier within 
four months, as provided by the live stock con- 
tract; the federal Interstate Commerce Act pro- 
viding that no such notice shall be required in 
such case as a condition precedent to recovery. 
—Talbott v. Payne, Director General of Rail- 
roads, W. Va., 111 S. E. 328. 


16. Carriers of Passengers—aAssault by Em- 
ployee.—A street car company is the perpetra- 
tor and is responsible for an unauthorized and 
willful, aggravated assault on a passenger by 
its employee.—Eastern Texas Electric Co. v. 
Baker, Tex., 238 S 5 


17. Degree of Care.—Where a boy of 12, 
a@ passenger on a street car, rested his left arm 
on the window sill with some part of the arm 
protruding outside the window, and was in- 
jured by a passing truck, it cannot be said 
as a matter of law that he should have appre- 
hended the possibility of danger from the truck 
driven in violation of traffic regulations.—Kut- 
chai v. Moreton, Mich., 187 N. W. 339. 


18. Loss of Baggage.—Where an interstate 
passenger, after reaching her destination, de- 
cided because of the failure of a friend to meet 
her to go to another place within the state, and 
rechecked her trunk without physical delivery. 
such journey was intrastate, and not controlled 
by the interstate limitation of liability as to 
loss of bagegage.—Herndon v. Southern Ry. Co., 
8S Cc. 111 & EB. 13. 


19. Transferring. — A person who has 
alighted from a street car for the purpose of 
transferring to another car and has reached 
a place of safety on the highway or the side- 
walk, so that the street car company has no 
control over her movements or over provisions 
for her safety, is not a passenger to whom the 
street car company owes the high degree of 
care of a carrier to its passenger, but is. en- 
titled only to the same degree of care from 
the street car company as any other pedectrian 
upon the highway.—Virginia Ry. & Power Co. 
v. Dressler, Va., 111 S. EB. 243. 

















20. Commerce—lInterstate Commerce.—Where 
three cars loaded with coal had been brought 
in by a railroad from another state and placed 
on a siding for the consignee, who had unloaded 
two of the cars, the shifting of the three cars 
by the carrier so as to remove the two un- 
loaded cars to another siding until orders were 
received to return them to the mine, and to 
place the loaded car in position for unloading, 
was not a movement in interstate commerce, 
so that there can be no recovery for the death 
of an employee resulting from the violation 
of the federal Safety Appliance Act requiring 
automatic couplers.—Camp v. Pennsylvania R. 
Co., N. Y., 193 N. Y. S. 31. 

21. Oontracts — Building Code.— Parties to 
building contract were bound by provision of 
Building Code made a part of the contract, 
though such provision of the Code was after- 
wards held unconstitutional.—Becker y. Lin- 
coln Building Co., Mich., 187 N. W. 382. 


22. Installments.—Contract by a manufac- 
turer to take a specified quantity of goods at 
a stated price, in monthly installments as re- 
quired by his business, but in any event the 
entire quantity to be taken within a reason- 
able time, especially where, under a similar 
contract, the buyer had for three years been 
receiving from the seller all like goods used 
by him, and the parties had maintained bus!- 
ness relations for five years before that, is 
not void as indefinite, or unenforceable as uni- 
lateral.—E. Richard Meinig Co. v. United States 
F. Co., N 193 N. Y. S. 106. 

23. Meetings of Minds.—Defendant made 
no reply to plaintiff's acknowledgment of the 
acceptance of the first offer and the notice 
that another car had been ordered. Held that, 
because the plaintiff’s second communication in- 
troduced new terms and conditions, the minds 
of the parties never met upon a contract.— 
a Coal Co .v. Calbeck, Kan., 205 

ac. 


24. Corporations—Implied Promise. — Where 
the law implies a promise on the part of a 
consolidated corporation to pay the liabilities 
of the constituent companies, the situation is 
poy the same in principle as if such prom- 

e@ were an express promise, and creditors of 
the constituent companies may recover on it 
by action at law against the prumisor.—Amer- 
8 eY- Express Co. v. Downing, Va., 111 S. 


25. “Foreign Commerce.”—Where plaintiff, 
a resident of Ontario, doing business as the 
Hamilton Bottle Exchange, ordered a carload 
of bottles to be shipped to him from Michigan, 
with a draft attached to the bill of lading, pa 
able before the delivery of the shipment, t e 
transaction was in foreign commerce, under 
Const. U. 8S. art. 1, § 8, cl. 3, and hence in an ac- 
tion by plaintiff for breach of contract it was 
error to enter judgment against him under 
Comp. Laws 1915, § 14568, for plaintiff’s 
failure to file a certificate showing the real 
names of the persons conducting business un- 
der the name assumed, as ny by_ section 
6349.—Levin v. Fisher, Mich., 187 N. W. 328. 

26. Mistake of Fact.—The fact that all par- 
ties to a sale of all the stock of a corporation 
to one stockholder overlooked the liability of 
the corporation to the federal government for 
income and excess profit taxes, and did not 
consider the lien for such taxes against the 
property of the corporation in determining the 
value of the corporate stock, was not a mistake 
as to any fact or as to the application of the 
law to any fact, and does not entitle the pur- 
chasing stockholder to any relief in equity 
after he was compelled to = the taxes.—Quinn 
v. McLendon, Ark., 238 S. 32. 


27.——-Similar Name.—A corporation which 
adopts a name similar to another, but not of 
itself calculated to deceive, may nevertheless 
be enjoined from using it if it be shown that 
its officers and agents, by false representations 
and deceptive practices, are causing people to 
deal with it in the belief that they are dealing 
with such other concern.—Grand Lodge F. & 
+ = aaa Lodge A. F. & A. M., W. Va., 111 


28. Stock Subscriptions.—False statements 
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curing a subscription for capital stock that all 
the stock theretofore issued and that which 
would be issued in the future would be paid 
for at par by money or services, as required 
by Civ. Code 1912, § 2799, and that the corpora- 
tion was at that time engaged in manufactur- 
ing its product, are material misrepresentations 
of facts which entitle the subscriber to rescind 
his subscription.—Steele v. Singletary, S. C., 110 
S. E. 833. 

29. Covenants — Restrictions.— A _ restriction 
on land, permitting erection of buildings for 
mercantile purposes, permitted the building of 
a gasoline and oil service station for automo- 
ae v. Hamburger, Mich., 187 N. 


30. Employers’ Liability Act—Interstate Com- 
merce.—One engaged in repairing the track of 
an interstate railroad when injured by a fall 
while pushing a motorcar held engaged in work, 
so closely connected with “interstate commerce” 
as to entitle him to the benefit of the federal 
Employer’s Liability Act.—McLean y. Boston & 
M. R. R., N. H., 116 Atl. 435. 

31. Interstate Commerce.—a railroad em- 
ployee who was repairing a. telegraph line and 
poles used by an interstate railroad engaged 
in interstate commerce within federal Employ- 
ers’ — Act.—Yarde v. Hines, Mo., 238 S. 





32. Fixtures— Drilling Rig.—Drilling rig, 
placed upon land by drilling contractor under 
contract with owner of placer mining claim 
after location notice was posted, as required by 
Cv. Code, § 1426d, held personalty and not fix- 
tures as between contractor and owner of land 
who made homestead entry thereon, under Act 
Cong. July 17, 1914, reserving to the United 
States deposits of oil or gas, with the right to 
prospect for, mine, and remove such deposits, 
fagnensees of whether the mining claim was 
valid under Act Cong. June 25, 1910, § 2, as 
against the government or a subsequent mining 
claimant.—Midland Oil Fields Co. v. Rudneck, 
Cal., 204 Pac. 1074. 

33. Highways—Maintenance.—County’s duty 
to “maintain” public road under Laws 1917, p. 
469, § 4, held to require it to cure defects in 
the original construction.—McClung v. King 
County, Wash., 204 Pac. 1064. 

34. Husband and Wife — Separate Estate. — 
Wife acquiescing in husband’s use of income 
from separate estate assumed to have consented 
and not entitled to accounting.—Williams v. 
Williams, Tenn., 236 W. 926. 

35. Injunction— Former Employe.— Where 
the contract of employment of a laundry wagon 
driver was not under Pub. Acts 1917, No. 171, 
a driver who had been working on a specified 
route for a laundry company will not be re- 
strained from working for a competitive em- 
ployer, when not using lists and property of the 
first employer.—Federal Laundry Co. v. Zimmer- 
man, Mich., 187 N. W. 335. 

36. Intoexicating Liquors—Common Nuisance. 
—In a suit under Volstead Act, tit. 2, §§ 21, 22, 
24, to abate a liquor nuisance, it is not neces- 
sary in all cases to prove repeated sales, in 


‘ order to justify a finding of a common nuis- 


ance.—Lewinsohn v. United States, U. S. C. C. 
A., 278 Fed. 421. 

37. Manufacture.—“‘Under the _ prohibition 
law, declaring it a felony to ‘distill, manufac- 
ture, or make any liquors or beverages, any 
part of which is alcoholic, the act of making 
an intoxicating beer, through the fermentation 
of syrup, corn meal, and water mixed for that 
purpose, is of itself an offense as complete and 
distinct as the further act of distilling from 
such beer a quantity of alcohol, whisky, or 
rum.’—Coulter y. State (No. 13178), Ga., 111 S. 
E. 214. 

38. Payment by Note.—Notes given for the 
purchase price of cider violating the Volstead 
Act, because containing more than one-half of 
1 per cent alcohol, were void.—Balaguer v. Ma- 
ecey, Tex., 238 S. W. 322. 

39. Landlord and Tenant—Waste.—Purchaser 
could not maintain an action against tenant for 
waste committed before the purchase of the 
premises in the absence of an assignment of the 
vause of action therefor, not having had title to 
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the property at the time of the commission of the 
waste.—J. B. Hill v. Pinque, Cal., 204 Pac. 1097. 

40. Liens — “Equitable Lien.” — Whenever 
parties enter into an express executory written 
agreement indicating an intention to make some 
particular property or fund security for a debt 
or other obligation, there is created an equita- 
ble lien on such property, enforceable in the 
hands of the original contractor and his heirs, 
administrators, executors, voluntary assignees, 
purchasers, and incumbrancers with notice.—aAl- 
drich v. R. J. Eberer Co., Ill., 134 N. HB. 726. 

41. Master and Servant—Fellow Servant.— 
The plaintiff and other employees, who were 
throwing lead out of the upper windows, and 
the foreman, who instructed them to do so, 
were each and all in the same service. Under 
the rulings of the Supreme Court in Moore v. 
Dublin Cotton Mills, 127 Ga. 609, 56 S. E. 839, 
10 L. R. A. (N. S.) 772, and Brush Electric 
Light Co. v. Wells, 110 Ga. 192, 85 S. E. 365, 
the foreman was only a fellow servant. Be- 
sides, the order of the foreman to the em- 
ployees was not the proximate cause of plain- 
tiff’s injury, but the negligent manner in which 
the order was executed by these employees.— 
Bowden v. Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co., Ga., 
111 S. E. 210. 

42. Inexperienced Employee.—The test to 
determine whether an inexperienced emplovee 
was guilty of contributory negligence in at- 
tempting to remove a lapfeeder of a card before 
the lickerin had stopped running is not to in- 
quire whether he could have ascertained wheth- 
er the lickerin was running before he attempted 
to remove the lapfeeder, but whether the or- 
dinary man would have attempted to remove 
when and as he did.—Roussel v. Nashua Mfg. 
Co., N. H., 116 Atl. 441. 

43. Scaffolds.—Within Rev. St. 1919, § 6802, 
soverning scaffolds used in the erection or tak- 
ing down of a building, the word “building,” 
which is an edifice, designed to stand more or 
less permanently and covering a space of land, 
for use as a dwelling, storehouse, factory, shel- 
ter for beasts, or some other useful purpose. 
includes a model repair shop consisting only of 
a wooden framework not inclosed. intended for 
the demonstration of repair machinery.—Ber- 
var v. G. T. O’Maley Tractor Co., Mo., 238 S. W. 











44. Scope of Employment.—If a railway 
express company employee, who was furnished 
a pistol with which to guard property intrusted 
to the company, used it in the discharge of his 
futies to compel compliance by a co-emplovee 
‘with his direction to return to work, and used 
excessive force, the company would be liable 
for the death of such co-employee, resulting 
from the accidental discharge of the pisto' — 
American Ry. Express Co. v. Davis, Ark., 238 
Ss. W. 50. 

45. Syptent Corporations—Obstruction of 
Streets. he streets of a city are common hign- 
ways for the use of the public in passing and 
repassing, and any one who obstructs such 
streets by collecting thereon an assemblage to 
deliver an address to them without first havine 
obtained permission from the public authorities 
in charge of such highways commits a public 
age ageeiire art ko: v. Trembley, N. J., 116 Atl. 


46.——Street Improvement.—W here, in the as- 
sessment of a street improvement. a stipula- 
tion was entered into providing that on other 
lots, against which confirmation of assessment 
was sought. were long-term leases owned by 
lessees, and excepting where such long-term 
leases were on lands which were not exempt 
the lone-term leases were not separately as- 
sessed, but where there were long-term leases 
on exempt land, that only was assessed which 
could legally be assessed, there was no discrim- 
ination.—City of Chicago v. University of Chi- 
cago, Tll., 134 N. E. 723. 

47. Negligence—‘Res Ipsa Loquitur.”—Where 
a traffic officer was struck by a projecting box 
on a truck which he had signaled to move 
forward, an instruction requiring a findine of 
knowledge, or means of knowledge on the part 
of the driver, and that the driver's conduct con- 
stityuted negligence as elsewhere defined, or a 
failure to exercise ordinary care, and that such 








i sa UB LCN AA ELLEN ESE AAA AS 


ihe aes ili lath SOD a Ti 





456 CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 





No. 25 








negligence was the direct cause of the injury, 
before bringing in a verdict for plaintiff, held 
mes me ay es per —~. J *. hoe under the 

ian rule.—Boyle v. Bunting Hardware 
Co., Mo., 238 S. W. 155. 6 


48. Res Ipsa Loquitur.—In the absence of 
an explanation, the bursting of 4 boiler justly 
and reasonabiy warrants an inference of negli- 
gence within the doctrine of res ipsa loquitur, 
which in its distinctive sense permits negli- 
gence to be inferred from the physica! cause of 
- Splat Martie v. Mangum, N. C., 111 S. 





49. Railroads—Crossing.—It is not illegal of 
itself to drive a motor-truck onto a railroad 
crossing without stopping, but that fact is one 
to be considered on the issue of the driver's 
— Co. v. Railroad, N .H., 116 Atl. 

5v. Sales—Acceptance.—Where the parties 
had exchanged considerabie corresponaence con- 
cerning an order tor a iarge quantity of cloth 
tape, and as a resuit thereof aetendant finally 
oraerea the shipment of tape by .eference to a 
previous oraer 10 pe made in weekly shipments, 
the action of piaintiff in making weekiy ship- 
ments of substantialiy tne amount ordered was 
an implied acceptance of the order.—Lang & 
uros mig. Co. vy. rt. Wayne C. Paper Co., U. 
8. &. GC. A, 278 Fed. 483. 

51.——-Change of Destination.—Under a con- 
tract tor the sale and purcnase of ivv cars of 
coal, to be delivered I. o. b. at the mine, “des- 
unation where ordered,’ tue aestination of the 
coai was a matter immaterial to the seller, anu 
where it claimed that vy reason of a car em- 
bargo it was unabie to snip to a destination 
ordered, because off the ime of railroad on 
which its mine was located, the buyer held to 
have the right to designate another point of 
destination on such line and not affected by the 
embargo.—W icknam & Burton Coai Co. v. ivans 
Coai Co., U. S&S. C. C. A, 278 Fed. 506. 

02. Daxation—Losses on Short Sales.—Where 
@& Short saie was made in i¥vils, and was cov- 
ered at a 1088 during the year i319, only sv 
much of the ioss as accrued after January 1, 
1919, could be deducted from income for pur- 
poses of nxing income tax, under Tax Law, §§ 
$51, 35%, 359, 360; a loss being “sustained” when 

price advanced, though not “taken” until 
stocks were purchased to cover.—Peopie v. Wen- 
dell, N. ¥., 192 N. ¥. S. 143. 

53. Proceeds of Life Insurance.—The pro- 
ceeds of a iife policy, payabie to the assurea 
or to his estate, becomes a part of his estate, 
and the transfer ot such proceeds is taxable; 
but, if the policy is payable to a beneficiary 
named, its proceeds are not taxabie.—in re 
Voorhees’ Estate, N. Y., 192 N. Y¥. S. 168. 

54. Wilis—‘Children.”—-The words “child,” 
“children,” and “issue,” when used in a statute, 
will, or aeed, mean legitimate children, and will 
not be extended by implication to embrace il- 
legitimate children, uniess such coustruction is 
necessary to carry into effect the manifest pur- 
ee of the Legislature, testator, or grantur.— 

ardesty v. Mitchell, lil, 134 N. E. 746. 

65.——-Life Estate.—Ordinarily a devise to 
one “and her children” passes but a life estate 
to the first taker, with remainder in fee to tne 
children as a class.—iIn re McCullough’s kstate, 
Pa., 116 Atl. 477. 

56. Undue Influence.—A motion for direct- 
ed verdict in proceedings to contest a will for 
undue influence on the ground that the resid- 
uary bequest to the attorney of testatrix raised 
the presumption of undue influence was prop- 
erly denied, where there was evidence that in 

ix had the 








Browne's Estate, Mich. 187 N. W. 354. 


57. Werkmen’s Compensation Act—Contribu- 
—Negligence.—Though the violation of an 
order of the employer which takes the employee 
a out of the sphere of his employment 
prevents recovery of compensation for injuries, 
an employee's violation of an order to use the 
street car in r ng a depot to which he was 
sent to mail a letter on a train did not take 
him out of the sphere of his employment, and 
his dependents can recover compensation for 





his death while walking to the depot along the 
railroad right-of-way.—Republic Iron & Steel 
Co. v. Industrial Commission, Ill., 134 N. E. 754. 


58.——Course of Employment.—Where a cook 
employed in a hotel kitchen became overheated 
and fainty, and stepped into the alley to get 
fresh air, fainted and fell, and his arm was 
run over by the wheels of a passing truck, from 
which injury he died, and it was shown that 
the kitchen was always warm, and it was neces- 
sary for employees to step into the alley for 
air, the fainty condition arose out of employ- 
ment and a causal connection between the em- 
ployment and injury appeared justifying recov- 
ery under the Workmen’s Compensation Act.— 
Patten Hotel Co. v. Milner, Tenn., 238 S. W. 75. 

59.——Course of Employment.—A_ servant, 
who fell into a reservoir and was drowned 
while washing up prepatory to going home ac- 
cording to custom, died as the result of an 
accident “arising out of and in the course of 
employment” under the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act.—Tennessee Chemical Co .v. Smith, 
Tenn., 238 S. W. 97. 

60.—Course of Employment.—a<Accident to 
employee who fainted and fractured skull as 
the result of inoculation which he was induced 
to undergo by employer during influenza epi- 
demic held to have arisen out of and in the 
course of the employment.—Freedman v. Spicer 
Mfg. Corporation, N. J., 116 Atl. 427. 

61.——Course of Employment.—iIn proceed- 
ings under the Workmen’s Compensation Law 
to recover compensation for the death of a 
printer caused by blood Lo yprwage 3 from a finger 
eut, the employer’s reports to the Department 
of Labor, stating that the place of accident was 
in the employer’s job rooms, and that the cause 
and manner of the accident was a cut on _ the 
finger and infection from handling type, held 
to constitute prima facie evidence that the acci- 
dent arose out of and in the course of the em- 
ployment and to furnish legal support for such 
a finding—McCartney v. Wood-Temple Co., 
Mich., 187 N. W. 251. 

62. “Employe.”—One who is a partner with 
a company operating a cotton gin wherein he 
is accidentally killed is not an employee of the 
company within the Workmen’s Compensation 
Law.—Millers’ Indemnity Underwriters v. Pat- 
ten, Tex., 238 S. W. 240. 

63. Interstate Commerce.—Where an inter- 
state train was being cut so that another car 
might be made a part thereof “in station order” 
so that each car when it reached its destina- 
tion might readily be detached and the train 
sooner proceed, and thus interstate as well as 
the intrastate transportation be better effected, 
the entire train, so far as liability is concerned, 
was an interstate train.—McNeill v. Director 
General of Railroads, Pa., 116 Atl. 476. 


64. “Interstate Commerce.”—A laborer in a 
repair and construction gang, who was fatally 
injured by a train of his employer when about 
to engage in the construction of a crossover 
railroad track, which, when completed, would 
enable the carrier°to engage in interstate com- 
merce, held not engaged in interstate com- 
merce, sO as to prevent recovery under Work- 
men’s Compenastion Law.—Otterstedt v. Lehigh 
& H. R. R. Co., N. Y., 193 N. ¥. S 104. 

65. “Willful Misconduct.”—Mere negligence, 
however great, is not “willful misconduct” 
within the Workmen’s Compensation Act (Comp. 
Laws 1915, § 6432), precluding recovery of com- 
pensation, but the employee is guilty of such 
misconduct where the conduct occasioning the 
injury is of a quasi criminal nature, involving 
the intentional doing of something with knowl- 
edge that it is dangerous, and with a wanton 
disregard of consequences; and a coal miner 
was guilty of such misconduct where he jumped 
across the pit, instead of walking along path 
provided therefor, in violation of Comp. Laws 
1915, §§ 5542, 5562.—Fortin v. Beaver Coal Co., 
Mich., 187 N. W. 352. 

66.—Written Demand.—In Workmen’s Com- 
pensation proceeding, employer would have 
waived employee’s failure to file written de- 
mand for compensation within required time 
by failure to raise the question before the In- 
dustrial Commission.—Jackson vv. Industrial 
Commission, Ill, 134 N. E. 749. 
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ARBITRATION, 

proposed uniform arbitration bill, 340. 
ARREST. 

is state executive exempt from arrest. 104. 


AUTOMOBILES, 
see INSURANCE, ‘ 
power of state to revoke automobile license, 28. 
regulation of jitneys, 47. 


termination of insurance fiolicy for violation of 
clause prohibiting transportation of passen- 
gers for hire, 58. 

right of way as to turning car, 85. 

duty of driver of automobile obstructing view 
of persons following to warn them of dan- 
ger ahead, 92. 


liability of insurance company under jitney 
bond, 99. 


place at which motorist should look and listen 
for train at railroad crossing, 140. 


negligence to drive automobile at such speed 
at night that it cannot be stopped within 
radius of lights, 186. 


validity of automobile liability insurance, 211. 

liability of owner when chauffeur using auto- 
mobile as part compensation. 294. 

duty of driver. 359. 

liability of owner, 365. 

driver of mail truck, 366. 


BANKS AND BANKING, 
see PAYMENT. 


bank not owner of proceeds of draft delivered 
for collection, 149. 


sufficiency of facts to give bank notice that 
executor was diverting trust funds, 422. 
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bar association meetings for 1922—-when and 
where to be held, 86, 231, 288. 398. 


the 1922 meeting of the American Bar Asso- 
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Schouler on Marriage, Divorce, Separation 
and Domestic Relations, sixth edition, 159. 


Schneider on Workmen's Compensation. 159. 


CARRIERS OF GOODS, 
liability of express company for special dam- 
ages due to delay, 3. 


CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS, 

is a passenger, about to be wrongfully ejected, 
under a duty to pay his fare again in order 
to prevent such damage as would be caused 
by the ejection, 152. 

liability for injury to passenger thrown down 
by speed of car in rounding curve, 202. 

duty of sleeping car company to light car at 
night, 229, 





liability of taxicab company for loss of bag- 
gage, 286 

negligence of street car passenger in exposing 
hand or arm beyond car, 304. 

carrier’s liability to passenger who fell when 
she stepped on foot-stool placed on slanting 
ground, 404. 

duty of street railway to protect passenger 
from injury by crowd boarding car, 404. 


CHARITIES, 
corporation formed for benefit of family 
and descendants not for charitable purposes. 
73. 


CHATTEL MORTGAGES, 


when lien of prior chatte) 
rior to agister’s lien, 331 


mortgage is supe- 


COMMERCHB, 
depot truckman engaged in interstate com- 
merce, 74. 
railroad yardmen engaged in interstate com- 
merce, 158. 


elevator purchasing grain for transportation to 
another state is engaged in interstate com- 
merce, 386. 

when interstate character of shipment ceases, 
441, 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 

see LABOR UNIONS. 

see COMMERCE, 

see POLICE POWER. 

see RAILROADS. 

regulation of jitneys, 47. 

the sin of “experimenting” with the Constitu- 
tion, 147 

doubtful divorces, 166. 

power of Congress over 
rates, 201, 293. 

federal child labor law unconstitutional. 220. 


duty of the legislature to decide the constitu- 
tionality of an enactment, 231. 

federal constitution prohibits state limiting 
foreign corporation’s right to invoke federal 
jurisdiction, 255. 

increasing governmental powers and activities, 
349. 


intrastate railroad 


the Harrison Narcotic Act. 365. 

new Bill of Rights Amendment, 397. 

juvenile court act held valid, 405. 

waiver of constitutional rights in action against 
Industrial Commission. 421 

meaning of “constitutional liberty,’ 424. 


CONTRACTS, 
the interests secured by the law governing the 
contracts of an infant, 4. 
exclusive right to sell trucks in France held 
not to include trucks sold to United States 
for use in France, 168. 
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CORPORATIONS, 
see CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. 
see PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS. 


corporation formed for benefit of family and 
descendants. not for charitabie purposes, 


may owner of “one-man” corporation set off 
corporate demands in personal suit, 96. 


appointment of agent by foreign corporation 
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see FEDERAL COURTS. 


are lawyers properly functioning as officers of 
the courts, 237. 


courts versus commissions, 297, 342, 
the theory of pleadings in code states, 388, 406, 


COVENANTS, 


erection of garage as violation of restriction 
against stable, 


when one not a party to restrictive covenant 
may enforce same, 63 


persons who may enforce restrictive cove- 
nants. 246. 


hotel balconies extending over lot restrictec 
to private dwellings violates restrictive cove- 
nant, 276. 


CRIMINAL LAW, 
mens rea in statutory offenses, 13. 
murder and malice—expressed and implied, 114. 


conviction for infamous crime must proceed 
upon indictment, 311. 


information given to prosecuting officer is 
privileged communication, 403. 


DECLARATORY JUDGMENTS, 
the declaratory judgment, 75, 142. 190. 


DEEDS, 
an old warranty deed, 429. 


DESCENTS AND DISTRIBUTIONS. 
the “Siamese Twins,” 250. 


DIVORCE. 
doubtful divorces, 166. 
the divorce evil—its cause, 385. 


DOMICILE, 
a of persons in the army and navy, 


EMPLOYER’S LIABILITY ACT, 


depot truckman engaged in interstate com- 
merce, 74. 


railroad yardmen engaged in interstate com- 
merce, 158. 


risk of fellow servant’s negligence is not as- 
sumed, 294, 


EVIDENCE, 
photography and evidence. 242. 


information given to prosecuting officer is priv- 
ileged communication, 403. 


FEDERAL COURTS, 
congested federal court dockets, 127. 


FENCES, 
the law. as to division and partition fences, 59. 


FIXTURES, 
bowling alleys as fixtures, 413. 


FRAUD, 
withdrawal of use of mails, 268. 
misrepresentations as to power of motor, 321. 





HUMOR OF THE LAW, 


14, 32, 50, 68. 86, 104, 122. 142, 160, 178. 196, 
214, 232, 250, 270, 306, 342. 360, 380, 398. 
416, 434, 452. 


INCOME TAX, 
see TAXATION. 


INFANTS 


the interests secured by the law governing the 
contracts of an infant. 


INJUNCTION, 
power of state to abolish the remedy of in- 
junction, 1. 


INSURANCE. 
interesting points in British insurance law, 21. 
termination of policy for violation of clause 
prohibiting transportation of passengers fur 
hire, 5 
territorial liability under jitney bond, 99. 


when rupture of blood vessel is not accidental, 
within insurance policy, 12 


what constitutes theft, robbery or pilferage of 
automobile, 175. 


one paying premiums on policy without agree- 
ment with ingured acquires no lien on fund, 
202. 

validity of automobile liability insurance, 211. 

“Visible Mark on Body” need not be scar or 
abrasion on surface. 220. 


right of passenger in automobile to recover 
from insurer notwithstanding failure to give 
notice of accident, 221. 


insurance policy held not to cover robbery 
from vault already opened, 


appraisers’ award must be set aside before in- 
sured may sue on the policy. 422. 


theft of automobile, 432. 


INTERNATIONAL LAW, 
laws and regulations concerning passports, 295. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS, 


effect of adoption of prohibition upon liquor 
leases, 40 


liquor cannot be transported from bonded ware- 
house to owner’s residence, 239. 


JUDGES, 


the duty and responsibility of the bar in the 
selection of the judiciary, 103, 195. 


taxation of salaries of federal judges, 183. 


LABOR UNIONS, 
the labor “picketing’’ opinion. 55. 


delivery of milk cannot be subservient to wage 
controversy, 276. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT, 


effect of adoption of prohibition upon liquor 
leases, 40. 


tenant entering under unenforceable lease be- 
comes tenant from year to year, 168. 


LAW AND LAWYERS, 
In Memoriam—aAlexander H. Robbins, 19. 
standardization of law briefs, 91. 
bar organization, 169. 
Samuel F. Miller, 187. 


are lawyers pene? functioning as officers 
of the courts, 


modern advocacy and Sir John Simon, 329. 
the forensic theory of law, 367. 
some plain talk to verbose lawyers, 439. 


LEGAL EDUCATION, 
the Washington Conference on legal educa- 
tion, 66 
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LICENSES, 
power of state to revoke automobile licenses, 
28. 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 
see WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT. 


liability of city for negligence of one whom 
chauffeur permitted to operate truck, 39. 


liability of owner when chauffeur using auto- 
mobile as part compensation, 294. 


“manufacturing and mechanical’ establish- 
ments within hours of labor statutes, 426. 


when interstate character of shipment ceases, 
441, 


MINES AND MINERALS, 
oil and gas leases, 312. 


MONOPOLIES, 


the Hardwood Lumber Association 
being in restraint of trade, 38. 


illegal as 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, 
liability of city for negligence of one whom 
chauffeur permitted to operate truck, 39. 


some contributions of urban life to modern 
civilization, 130. 


validity of ordinance regulating moving. 394. 


NAVIGABLE WATERS, 


use of the water in navigable streams for 
commerce and power, 442. 


NEGLIGENCB, 
a aA nuisance doctrine—poisoned water, 
e 4s. 


OIL AND GAS, 
oil and gas leases, 312. 


PARENT AND CHILD, 
use of automobile, 365. 


PAYMENT, 


pleading “refusal to pay’’ as equivalent of “‘de- 


mand and refusal.’”’ 219. 
= 


PLEDGES, 
transfer of property by a pledgee, 257. 


POLICE POWER, 
a oy to destroy infected plants and animals, 


the right to quarantine persons on account of 
venereal diseases, 2. 


POST OFFICE. 
withdrawal of use of mails, 268. 


PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS. 
powers of expulsion from private bodies, 101. 


PROCEDURE, 
the theory of pleading in code states, 388. 406. 


PROFESSIONAL ETHICS, 
recent decisions by the New York County 
Lawyers Association committee on profes- 
sional ethics, 31, 67, 121, 142. 213. 305, 380, 
415. 
RAILROADS, 
see CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS. 
duty of traveler at railroad crossing when 
flagman does not signal approach of train, 
118. 
place at which motorist should look and listen 
for train at railroad crossing, 140. 
power of Congress over intrastate railroad 
rates, 201, 293. 
removal of tort actions arising out of federal 
control of railroads, 332. 





RECENT DECISIONS IN BRITISH COURTS. 
21, 93, 150, 186, 204, 240, 277, 386, 423. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES, 


removal of tort actions papas out of federal 
control of railroads, 


SCHOOLS AND SCHOOL DISTRICTS. 
see TAXATION. 


right of school board to require graduates to 
aa in cap and gown to receive diplomas, 


SET-OFF AND COUNTERCLAIM, 


may owner of “one-man” corporation set off 
corporate demands in personal suit, 96. 


STATUTES, 
soldiers’ bonus amendments valid, 349. 


SUNDAY, 
moving picture shows as violative of Sunday 
laws, 10. 


TAXATION, 

test as to whether 
profit, 58. 

taxes and appropriations by the federal gov- 
ernment, 

congressional appropriation for relief of suf- 
fering in Russia, 1 

taxation of salaries of federal judges, 183. 


when dividend is regarded as income of stock- 
holders, 275. 


school is conducted for 


WATERS AND WATER COURSES, 

snecific state laws relating to industrial pol- 
lution of streams, 205. 

general state laws or courts decisions which 
broadly embrace industrial pollution of 
streams, 221. 

use of water in navigable streams for com- 
merce and power, 442. ‘ 


WEEKLY DIGEST OF IMPORTANT OPINIONS, 


15, 33, 51, 87, 105. 123, 143, 161, 179, 197, 215, 
232, 251, 271, 307, 343, 361, 399, 417, 435, 
453. 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT, 

see MASTER AND SERVANT. 

injury suffered by employee while leaving place 
of work as compensable, 3 

injury outside state of employment as com- 
pensable, 58. 

loss of eye by one-eyed employee compensa- 
b'e as partial disability, 75. 

when compensation is due for injuries arising 
out of employment—some English cases, 93. 

injury due to criminals, 112. 

injury to gardener in stopping runaway team 
as compensable, 150. 


poisoning hand by constant dipping into solu- 
tion is not an accident, 186 


injury or death from inhalation of gas as 
cau by accident, 
workman injured while riding home from 


work in conveyance furnished by employer 
entitled to compensation, 203. 

switchman moving empty car engaged in in- 
terstate commerce, 295. 

salesman injured on way to office to report 
sales entitled to compensation, 312. 

right of volunteer to recover, 338. 

waiver of constitutional rights. 421. 

injuries from assault arising in controversy 
not connected with employment as compen- 
sable, 451. 
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271, 289; Fraud in Procurement, 271; Gambling 
Debt, 289; Good Faith, 197; Holder in Due 
Course, 215, 252, 400, 418; Intent of Indorser, 
144; Interest on Lost Note, 123; Indorsement 
of Payee, 215; Interest, 289; Knowledge of 
Defect, 144; Maturity Date Blank, 33; Notice 
of Dishonor, 215; “Negotiated,” 418; New 
Note, 307; Negotiability, 215; Notice, 418; No- 
tice of Protest, 215; Payable to “Myself,” 197; 
Payment on Goods, 197; Parol Agreement, 15; 
Possession, 180; Presentation, 252; Presump- 
tion of Consideration, 343 ; Purchaser for Value, 
$43, 418; Renewal, 400; Sale of Past Due Note, 
418; Time of Payment, 180; Title to, 15; 
Transfer, 180; Valid Consideration, 123; Valid- 
ity, 307; Valuable Consideration, 105. 
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Breach of Marriage Promises—Financial Condi- 


tion, 271; Mental Anguish, 271. 
Bridges—Notice of Injury, 180. 


Brokers—Admissibie Evidence, 51; Cancellation of 
Contract, 15; Commission, 15, 69, 87, 180, 197, 
198, 215, 233, 252, 289, 326; Good Fiath, 33; 
False Statements, 105; Lease, 198; Limit of 
ya 289; Offer of Purchase, 326; “To Sell,” 
144, 


Cancellation of Instruments—Joinder of Actions, 
62; Interest in Crops, 15. 


Carriers of Goods—Attorney’s Fees, 180; Bill of 
Lading, 162, 198; Common Carrier, 124; Con- 
version, 162, 289; Damage by Flood, 307 ; Dam- 
age in Transit, 198, 343; Delivery, 180, 271; 
Delay, 124, 382; Demurrage, 454; “Foreign 
Wood,” 162; Fraud in Obtaining Delivery, 15; 
Inspection, 69, 105; Joint Rates, 252; Liabil- 
ity, 343; Liability as Bailee, 124; Liability as 
Warehouseman, 272; Lien, 80; Loss from Plat- 
form, 144; Loss by Strikes, 308 ; Misdelivery, 
124; Negligence, 454; Notice of Arrival, 87; 
Notice of Loss, 69; Possession, 216; Right of 

Possession, 105; Uniform Bill of Lading, 144. 


Carriers of Live Stock—Breach of Duty, 69; Delay, 
3, 326, 343; Feeding and Watering, 272; 
Joint Liability, 144; Notice of Loss, 454; Oral 
Contract, 15; Safe Stockyards, 216; Unwhole- 
some Water, 69. 


Carriers of Passengers—Alighting, 16, 216, 252, 308, 
343, 418, 435; bowie 252; Assault by Em- 
ployee, 454; rding Car, 33, 162, 198, 272; 
Collision, 124, 400; Contributory Negligence, 
51, 162 5; Degree of Care, 69, 87, 454; Due 
Care, 16; Derailment, 198; Duty to Passenger, 
83; Jerk of Car, 198; Jerk and Lurch, 124; 
Jitney, 326; Jolts and Jars, 272; Liability, 87; 
Loss of Baggage, 33, 87, 162, 198, 435, 454; 
Negligence, 16, 234, 252, 272, 326, 362, 400; 
Notice of Injury, 308; Overcrowding, 88; Re- 
lation of Passengers, 88; Rates, 33, 162; Rate 
Base, 435; Taxicab Driver's Negligence, 162; 
Transferring, 454; Wrongful Ejectment, 33. 


Champerty and Maintenance—Cancellation of 
Lease, 105; Share of Proceeds, 344. 


Charities—Condition Subsequent, 418; Liability for 
Negligence, 16; Payment to Hospital, 362. 


Chattel Mortgages—Conversion, 180; Description, 
105; Foreclosure, 70; Subsequent Creditor, 88. 
' 


Commerce—Common Carrier, 272; Discrimination, 
326; Inspection Fees, 435; Interstate, 33, 70, 
198, 326, 362, 382, 454; Oil Inspection Law, 
362; Original Package, 326; Rates, 344; Pur- 
chase of Revolver, 362; Safety Appliance Act, 
16; Seizure of Vessel, 33; Ship Chandlers, 
344; Taxation, 362; Tax on Foreign Corpora- 
tion, 400. 

Conspiracy—Disloyalty to Country, 180; “Obliga- 
tion of the United States,” 435. 


Constitutional Law—Canal Tolls, 435 ; Confirmation 
of Award, 344; Court of ape yo Relations, 
70; Curative Act, 362; Display of Banners, pean 
Due Process, 16, 88, 105, 326, 344; Eighteenth 
Amendment, 252; Excess Fee of Officers, 144; 
Free Assemblage, 234; Free Press, 144; Free 
Speech, 344; Imprisonment for Debt, 344; Land 
Registration Act. 51; Legislature’s Power, 
124; License to Alien, 124; License Fees, 272; 
Nineteenth Amendment, 198 ; Nuisance per se, 
70; Police Power, 51; Objection to Statute, 
144; Overdrawing Account, 51; Parole Com- 
mission Act, 272; Pension Warrants, 435; Po- 
lice Power, 418 ; Rates for Water, 252; Rates of 
Water Company, 51; Redistricting State, 262; 
Sale of Liquors, 234; Stare Decisis, 16. 





Contfacts—Acceptance, 308; Building Code, 454; 
Completion of Work, 252; Consideration. 16, 
162; Contingency, 52; Delay, 344; Dissatisfav- 
tion, 234; Embargo, 252; Full Performance. 
400; Good Will, 289, 418; Installments, 454; 
Meeting of Minds, 454; Option, 234; Rescis- 
sion, 326, 362; Signatures, 180, 234; Termina- 
tion, 290; Time of Essence, 234; Transmission 
of Money, 252; Validity. 180. 


Corporations—Amendment of Charter, 198; Ad- 
mission by Officer, 326; Assignment of Lease, 
180; Assignment of Patents, 180; Authority 
of Agent, 272; Authority of Charter, 308; Au- 
thority of Officer, 234, 326, 435; Cancellation 
of Stock, 144; Claim for Labor, 308; Compli- 
ance with Statute, 106; Consideration for 
Stock, 382; Conveyance Ultra Vires, 198; Cor- 
porate Existence, 272, 418; Corporate Life, 
400; Doing Business in State. 88. 162; Deed, 
252; Corporation “de jure,” 106; Director’s 
Fraud, 180; Dissolution, 216; Dividends, 16, 
382; Equitable Ownership, 33; Exchange of 
Stock, 326; Foreign Commerce, 454; Foreign 
Corporation, 33, 70, 162, 163, 234; Forfeiture 
of Charter, 16; Foreign Jurisdiction, 52; Frau- 
dulent Acts of Agent, 290; Implied Contract, 
435; Implied Promise, 454; Infringement of 
Patent. 252; Injury Under Prior Ownership, 
344; Insolvency, 253; Interstate Commerce, 
344; Liability of Agent, 180; Liability of 
Stockholders, 145, 272, 308; Meeting of Stock- 
holders, 435; Method of Determining Quorum, 
88; Misconduct of Directors, 70; Mistake of 
Fact, 454; Mortgage, 326; Mortgage of Prop- 
erty, 33; Non-Delivery of Stock, 163; Notice, 
33; Place of Bringing Suit, 216; Powers, 88; 
Power of Officers, 308; Preference of Creditor, 
382; Private Debt, 272; Promoters, 180; Re- 
moval of Director, 145; Repurchase of Stock, 
344; Rescission, 308; Right of Action, 344; 
Rights of Creditors, 344; Sale of Stock, 234, 
326, 382; Sale of Worthless Stock, 400; Serv- 
ices of Director, 308; Service of Process, 88, 
234, 308, 327, 418; Similar Name, 454; Slander, 
16; Situs of Shares, 308; Stock Records, 198 ; 
Stock Subscription, 272, 454; Suit by Stock-, 
holder, 124; Transfer of Assets, 124; Trans- 
fer of Stock, 70, 418; Ultra Vires, 145; Ultra 
Vires Act, 418; Use of Corporate Name, 344; 
Use of Patents, 290; Vacancy, 180; Venue 
Statute, 418; Wrongful Appropriation of 
Profits, 88. 


Counterfeiting—Alter Bank Notes, 34; War Sav- 


ings Certificates, 7 


aes sama 362; Nineteenth Amendment, 
362. . 


Covenants—Breach of Warranty, 34; Building 
Line, 382; Building Restrictiions, 163; Restric- 
tions, 400, 455. 


Criminal Law—Bar to Prosecution, 308; Location 
of Distillery, 106; Poison in Food, 88; Forgery, 
163; Sale of Narcotics, 400. 


Curtesy—Estate by Curtesy Initiate, 34. 


Customs Duties—Intoxicating Liquor, 290; Toll 
Bridges, 2 
Damages—Breach of Contract, igh Cost of Re- 


placement. 163; Cutting Trees, 106; Injury to 
Trees, 70; Mental Suffering, 198; X-ray, 253. 


Death—Elements of, 16. 
Dedication—Date of Deed, 16. 


Deeds—Blank, 16; Contingent Remainder, 145; 


Lis Pendens, 216; Undue Influence, 52 
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Divorce—Alimony, 181, 290; Attorney’s Fee, 436; 
Cash Bond, 124; “Constructive Desertion,” 16; 
Cruel and Abusive Treatment,” 52; Deser- 
tion, 34; Expense Money, 362; Extreme Cruel- 
ty, 145; Full Faith and Credit, 34; Modifica- 
tion of ‘Decree, 253; New Trial, 52; Prior Dt- 
ser 290; Right to Rents, 52; Share in Real 


wane’ - gaan of Land, 16; Title to Property, 
Dantes sebtirery Assessment, 382; Injury to Land, 


Easements—Right of Way, 16; Wife’s Consent, 216. 


Elections—Bona Fide a - 216; Certificate, 
52. 


419; Name on Ballot, 
Election of Remedies—Mandamus, 344. 


Electricity—Contributory Negligence, 198, 234; 
Cutting Tree, 88; Defective Pole, 234; Degree 
of Care, 52; Discontinuance of Service, 419; 
Due Care, 272; Negligence, 344, 362, 419, 436; 
Original Contract, 17; “Personal Property,” 
272; Proximate Cause ‘of Injury, 163; Reduc- 
tion of Rates, 70; Rates, 216, 327. 


Eminent Domain—Compensation, 253, 362; Com- 
pensation for Land, 88; Compensation for 
Leasehold, 34; “Going Value, ” 198; Overflow 
of Land, 290; Public Use, 327; Remedy at 
Law, 290; Servient Estate, 17; Sewer Con- 


struction, 272; Sewerage Plant, 88; Test of 
Value, 52. 
mnonree Liability Act—Interstate Commerce, 


Estoppel—In Pais, 382; Title to Highway, 362. 


Executors and Administrators—Board and Lodg- 
ing, 345; Executor de son Tort, 181; Lawyer 
Executor, 70. 


Extradition—Deportation, 145. 
Explosives—Trespass, 124. 
False Imprisonment—Sunday Law, 17. 


False Pretenses—Insufficient Indictment, 106; Is- 
sue of Check, 436; Swindle, 52. 


Fish—Escallops are Fish, 88. 
Ferries—Negligence, 181. 
Food—Guaranty of Quality, 106. 


Fixtures—Drilling Rig, 455; Intent, 124, 327; Mis- 
take in Land, 327: Mortgage, 308; Mortgaged 
Property, 52; Personalty, 234; Railroad Track, 
436; Steam Boiler, 419; Tank Sunk in Earth, 
88; Temporary Tenant, 253. 


Fraud—Admissible Evidence, 34; Contributory Neg- 
ligence, 124; False Representations, 34, 70, 88, 
145; Measure of Damages, 70; Right of Ac- 
tion. 145; Reformation of Lease, 290; Validity 
of Contract, 106. 


Frauds, Statute of—Agreement, 181; Description 
of Land, 290; Insufficient Memorandum, 106; 
Memorandum, 52, 124, 234; Oral Acceptance, 
34, 198: Original Contract, 345; Parol Agree- 
ment, 163; “Sale,”’ 362; Written Contracts, 362. 


Fraudulent Conveyances—Bulk Sales Law, 308; 
“Goods, Wares and Merchandise,” 70; Posses- 
sion, 327; Conveyance to Wife, 70, 308. 





Garnishment—Quashing Writ. 436. 
Guaranty—Subsequent Deed, 52. 
Health—Embalmer’s Statute, 198. 


Highways—Abutting Owner, 181; Assessment for 
Improvements, 145; Easement by Public, 400; 
Felling Trees, 163 ; "Heavy Vehicles, 106 ; ‘Main- 
tenance, 455; Nuisance, 290; Obstruction, 70; 
“Out of Repair, ” 308; “Paved Roads,” 27 2; 
Stop Notice, 106; Use by Motor Vehicles, 436; 
War Conditions, 88; Willful Damage, 198. 


Homicide—Intent, 17. 


Homestead—Blection, 181; Mortgage. 106; Surviv- 
ing Husband, 181; Value of Exemption, 17. 


Hospitals—Liability, 327. 


Husband and Wife—Abandonment, 88; Necessar- 
ies, 216; Professional Services for Wife, 89; 
Separate Estate, 455; Summary Proceeding, 
34; Tenancy by Entirety, 52; Voidable Mar- 
riage, 327; Wife’s Services, 89. 


Indemnity—Cause of Action, 181. 


Indictment and Information—Defective Indictment, 
106. 


Infants—Estoppel, 17; Waiver of Right, 106. 


Injunction—Breach of Covenant, 234; Cross Claims, 
; Former Employee, 455 ; Good Will, 419; 
Multiplicity of Suits, 345; Picketing, 327; Pre- 
liminary Writ, 106; Right to Royalty, 71; 
Trade Secret, 89; Violation of Housing Code, 
+ ale Violation of Lease, 106; When Granted, 

89. 


Innkeepers—Degree of Care, 216; Identification of 
Guests, 308; Loss of Guest's Money. 145; Rea- 
sonable Public Regulation, 163; Uncertain 
Complaint, 71. 


Insurrection and Sedition—Criminal Syndicalism, 
1. 


Insurance—Acceptance of Premiums, 400; Acci- 
dental Means, 124; Agent’s Authority, 163; 
Agency, 290; Agreement to Appeal, 253; Appl i- 
cation, 345; Assignment of Policy, 308; Attor- 
ney’s Fee, 327; Bank as Broker, 216; Benefi- 
ciary, 253, 290: Breach of Warranty, 362 ; Can- 
cellation, 52. 253; Change of Beneficiary, 106, 
382; Change in Interest, 235; Common Car- 
rier, 145; Company’s Liability, 382; “Confin- 
ing Disability,” 382; “Constructive Delivery, “df 
216; Construction - Policy, 106; Damage by 
Rain, 145; Damage from Smoke, 309; Deduc- 
tions, 52; Default in Payment, 106; ‘Delivery 
of Policy, 52, 168, 181; Denial of Liability, 
163; Description of Property, 419; Discharge 
of Employee, 71; Divisible Contract, 71; 


Employers’ Indemnity Policy, 216; False 
Statements, rei Corporation. 363; 
Forfeiture, 107, 145, 345; “Forthwith.” 363: 


Full Amount. Due, 181; Good Health, 107, 
216, 253; Hazardous Occupation, 71. 363; 
“Hostile Fire,” 400; Impairment of Obliga- 
tion, 181; Implied Powers, 436; 

able Provision, 285; Increase of H 

71; Inflammable Product, 327; Insurable In- 
terest. 145; Jitney, 124; Joint and Several Lia- 
bility, 71: “Kiting” of Checks, 419; Lapse of 
Policy, 436; Life Policy,” 290; Marine Loss, 
436; Military Service, 107, 145, 382, 419: 
Minor Employee, 290, 327: Mortgage, 125, 199; 
Misrepresentation, 107, 235, 253, 345, 363; “No 
Action Clause.” 216: Oral Contract, 309; Par- 
tial Dependency, 400; Payment of First Pre- 
mium, 125, 290, 401; ‘Paralysis, 345; Proof of 
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Death, 89; Proof of Loss, 199, 290, 345, 419, 
436; Representations, 89, 163; Reciprocai Con- 
tracts, 163; Reinstatement, 17, 89, 436; Re- 
newal of Commissions, 253; Return of Pre- 
mium. 436; “Riot or Civil Commotion,” 290; 
Robbery, 382; Sale of Lumber, 17; Statutory 
Duty, 216; Suicide, 163; Sunstroke, 34; Subro- 
gation, 436; Theft, 216, 401; Theft of Liquor, 
199; Three-Fourths Clause Value, 436; 

to Sue, 291; Tornado Policy, 235; Uncondi- 
tional Delivery, 71; Waiver of Condition, 125; 
Warranty, 382. 


Interest—Default in Payment, 34; Recovery in As- 
sumpsit, 71. 


Internal Revenue—Child Labor Act Unconstitu- 
mal, 235. 


International Law—Capacity to Sue, 345; For- 
eign Corporation, 345. 


intoxicating Liquors—Admissible Evidence, 34, 
291; Admissible Testimony, 107; Agency 145; 
Apple Cider, 125; “Ardent Spirits,” 437; Bag- 
gage, 163; “Beer,” 125; Beverage, 125, 327; 
Common Nuisance, 455; “Concurrent Power,” 
309, 383; Demurrer, 34; Distillery, 345; Equip- 
ment for Manufacture, 437; Evidence, 309; 
Evidence of Ownership, 419; Insufficient Evi- 
dence, 107; Information for Manufacturing, 
89; Intent, 71; Jurisdiction Over Offense, 235; 
Lawful Possession, 199; Manufacture, 455; 
Manufacture Unlawful, 107; Municipal Ordi- 
nance, 163; “Offer’’ to Sell, 125; Payment by 
Note, 455; “Pending Proceeding,” 53; Posses- 
sion, 181, 345, 383; Recovery for Damages, 
401; Rules of Evidence, 181; “Sale” Includes 
Loan, 89; Search of Automobiles, 419; Search 
and Seizure, 53, 107, 125, 163, 181, 363, 419, 
437; State Laws, 71, 145, 437; Sufficiency 
of Proof, 181; “Transportation,” 17; Unlawful 
Possession, 71, 163, 437; Unlawful Sale, 182; 
Use of Automobile, 17, 309; Withdrawal from 
Warehouse, 437. 


Judicial Sales—Rights of Purchasers, 71. 


Landlord and Tenant—Assignment of Lease, 107; 
Colored Tenants, 53; Covenant to Sub-Tenant, 
125; Erection of Fire Escape, 182; Fixtures, 
363; Forfeiture of Lease, 145; Holding Over, 
107, 199, 217; Housing Laws, 363, 419; Im- 
plied Warranty, 327; Increase in Rent, 125; 
Intermediate Lessee, 253; Lease, 182, 291; 
Lease for Saloon Purposes, 199; Lien, 327; 
Negligence of Landlord, 164; Notice. 325; No- 
tice to Vacate, 235; Option to Purchase, 253; 
Option to Renew, 34; Pasture Lands, 146; 
Possession of Personal Property, 253; Reason- 
able Care, 309; Reasonable Rent, 363; Require- 
ment of Deposit, 235; Rent as Wages, 89; Re- 
pairs, 383, 401, 4237; Right to Forfeit Lease, 
309; Sub-Lessee, 437; Sufficient Notice, 53; 
Summary Proceedings, 291; Tender of Over- 
due Rent, 34; Title. 89; Unavoidable Casualty, 
401; Unreasonable Rent, 199, 217; Use as 
“Liquor Store,” 309; Waste, 455. 


Larceny—Lien, 253. 


Libel and Slander—Admissible Evidence, 217; In- 
nuendo, 383; Newspaper Article, 199; Publica- 
tion, 53; Slander per se, 146, 309; Sufficiency 
of Complaint, 217. ° 


Licenses—-Advertising Matter, 217; Blue Sky Law. 
217; Diseriminatory, 327; Motor Vehicles, 
217; Public Service Motor Vehicles, 419; Se- 
eeettee Law. 217; Unincorporated Associations, 


Liens—“Equitable Lien,” 455. 


Limitation of Actions—Breach of Duty, 17; Con- 
cealment, 53; Due Process, 363. 


‘jiterary Property—Rights in Song, 34. 





Logs and Logging—Removal of Timber, 291. 


Mandamus—Alimony Pendente Lite, 71; Authority 
of Corporation, 17; Payment for Sewer Con- 
struction, 125; Reporter’s Transcript, 107. 


Master and Servant—Agent of Coal Dealer, 89; 
Arising Out of Employment, 53; Assault by 
Foreman, 164; Assault by Servant, 107, 235; 
Assumption of Risk, 34, 53, 71. 199, 291, 2365, 
309, 437; Breach of Contract, 199; Casual Em- 
ployment, 53, 107, 327; Chauffeur’s Negligence, 


363; Comparative Negligence, 253; Contribu- 


tory Negligence, 35, 53; Course of Employment, 
35, 125, 217; Defective Couplers, 235; Defec- 
tive Railway Track, 291; “Disability,” 53; 
Disobedience, 253; Driver’s Negligence, 327; 
Employer's Liability, 17; “Employee,” 107; 
Epilepsy, 146; “Family Purpose Doctrine,” 
345; Federal Compensation Act, 146; Fellow 
Servant, 34, 455; Hazardous Occupation, 291; 
Independent Contractor, 35, 199; Inexcusabie 
Negligence, 164; Inexperienced Employee, 35, 
455; Injury to Minor, 235; Interstate Com- 
merce, 146, 182, 235, 401, 437; Jitney Bus, 
146; Liability for Police Officer’s Act, 401; 
Loss of Eye, 35; Negligence, 253, 291, 309, 
401, 437; Negligence of Servant, 125, 146, 182, 
217, 291: Notice of Injury, 383; Overpayment 
for Hauling Coal, 125; Recovery for Injury, 
35; Rule of Haste, 363; Safety Device, 345, 
Safe Place, 71, 125, 291; Scaffolds, 455; Scope 
of Authority, 253; Scope of Employment, 253, 
383, 401, 419, 455; Signals and Warnings, 
199; Stage Driver, 291; Surgical Operation, 
383; Surgical Treatment, 71; Union Wage 
~ ao 53; Warning, 254; Wrongful Discharge, 
35. 


Mechanics’ Liens—Estate by Entirety, 401. 
Mines and Minerals—Lease, 345, 363; Oil Lease, 89. 


Monopolies—Automobile Transportation Law, 89; 
Clayton Act, 437; Lease of Machinery, 437; 
Pooling Contract, 32%; Price Fixing, 199; Vio- 
lation of State Law, 89. 


Mortgages—After Acquired Property, 199, 383; 
Cutting Timber, 35; Extension of Time, 89; 
Fixtures, 108; Foreclosure, 328; Lien, 291; 
Purchase by Beneficiary, 328. 


Municipal Corporations—Abandonment of Street, 
125; Annexation, 71; Assessment Lien, 17; 
Building Permit, 217; Change of Grade, 437; 
Condition of Street, 125; Contributory Negli- 
gence, 35; Defective Sidewalk, 17, 345; Defect 
in Street, 35, 126, 383; Defect in Sidewalk, 
146, 291, 309; Defect in the Way, 401; Dele- 
gation of Powers, 126; Districting Village, 328 ; 
Drainage, 182; Excavations in Streets, 182; 
Fire Department, 182; Firemen’s Quarters, 
419; Gas, Water and Sewer Connections, 235 ; 
Grade of Street, 383; Ice on Sidewalk, 363, 
383; Improvements, 346, 383; Interest on De- 
linquent Collections, 108; Invitee, 53; Jitney 
Licenses, 437; Liability Bonds, 437; Licenses, 
383; Local Improvements, 108; Negligence, 
164, 328, 363; Negligent Lighting, 419; Notice 
of Injury, 108, 346; Obstruction of Streets, 
455; Pedestrians, 164; “Private Claim,” 164; 
Public Improvements, 291; “Residence Dis- 
trict,” 217; Resolution, 72; Sale of Electricity, 
437; Sidewalks, 235; Speed of Vehicles, 217; 
Street Improvements, 455; Tax for Water Sup- 
ply, 235; Tenure of Office, 17; Title of Ordi- 
nance, 254; Tree on Sidewalk Line, 182; Un- 
authorized Purchase, 291, 363; Unreasonable 
Ordinance, 438; Use of Public Park, 291; Use 
of Streets, 89; Water Rates, 182. 


Navigable Waters—Riparian Owner, 254. 


Negligence—Attractive Nuisance, 146, 254; Con- 
tributory Negligence, 53; Duty to Trespasser, 
309; Erroneous Instruction, 401; Imputable, 
328, 383; Inexperienced Employee, 383; Injury 
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by Fixture, 90; Invitee, 199, 346; Licensee, 
199; Presumptive, 309; Res dJpsa Loquitur, 
455, 456; Trespassing Minor, 420; Truck Driver, 
383; Unguarded Pond, 309. 


Oil and Gas—Inefficient Service, 363; Service 
Charge, 254; “Unless Lease,” 384. 


Parent and Child—Community Property, 401; Will- 
ful Negligence, 90. 


Partition—Intent in Acquiring Property, 35. 


Partnership—Good Will, 217; Not Created by 
Agreement, 35; Profits, 384. 


Payment—Duress, 217. 
Perpetuities—Valid Trust, 53. 


Physicians and Surgeons—Discriminatory Statute, 
72, 


Poisons—Prescription for, 401. 


Principal and Agent—Authority of Salesman, 235; 
Agent’s Malicious Acts, 309; Authority of 
Agent, 72, 309, 346; Breach of Contract, 164; 
Extent of Agency, 146; Gifts to Agent, 328; 


Implied Authority, 346; Individual Account of 
Agent, 235; Joint Liability, 108; Liability of 
Agent, 291; Misfeasance, 53; Owner’s Remedy, 
401; Proof of Agency, 218; Scope of Author- 
ity, 438; Subagency, 35; Termination of 
Agency, 309. 

Principal and Surety—Estoppel, 35; Liability of 
Surety, 35; Release, 18. 

Property—Title to, 35. 

Public Utilities—Jitney, 401; Notice of Discontin- 
uance, 420; Service Charge, 346. 

Railroads—Admissible Evidence, 384; “Appurte- 
nance,” 146; Attractive Nuisance Doctrine, 
384; Authority of Freight Agent, 108; Cattle 
Guards, 292; Contributory Negligence, 35, 292; 
Crossing, 18, 72, 90, 126, 292, 420, 456; Cross- 
ing Signal, 108, 420; Defective Brakes, 438; 
Demurrage, 146; Duty to Public, 328; Em- 
ployers’ Liability Act, 108; Estate in Fee, 164; 
Explosives, 146; Federal Control, 108, 200; In- 
vitee, 218; Killing of Animals, 90; Malicious 
Prosecution, 236; Negligence, 108, 146, 310, 
$14; Obstructed View at Crossing, 164; Open- 
ings Through Embankments, 182; Ordinary 


Care, 90; Punitive Damages, 164; Repairs to 
Bridge, 292; Right of Way, 236; Rule of 
Damages, 72; Signals, 182, 218; Speed of 


Train, 35, 146, 346; Stop, Look, Listen, 35, 310; 
Stopping Interstate Trains, 200; Suits in Two 
States, 18; Temporary Side Track, 72; Use of 
Terminal Facilities, 292; Value of Services, 


292. 
Receiving Stolen Goods—‘“Interstate Commerce,” 


. 


Sales—Acceptance, 126, 200, 278, 328, 456; Ante- 
cedent Sale, 108; Arbitration of Dispute, 236; 
Assignment, 384; Breach of Contract, 146, 200, 
273, 384, 402, 420; Breach of Warranty, 90; 
Cattle Registration Certificate, 35; Change of 
Destination, 456; Conditional Sale, 194. 254, 
384, 438; Conformance to Contract, 182; Delay 
in Shipment, 108; Delivery, 90, 310; Divisible 
Contract, 310; Failure to Deliver, 426; False 
Promise, 401; False Representations, 384; 
Good Faith Purchaser, 420; Impairment of 
Credit, 218; Implied Warranty, 36, 200, 218, 
273; Innocent Purchaser, 254; Inspection, 236; 
Loss in Transit, 36; Modified Agreement, 36; 
New Contract, 236; Notice of Defects, 273; 
Payment, 438; Public Policy, 438; Rescission, 
18, 218, 278, 364; Return of Goods, 346; Ship- 
ment, 384; Stipulation, 108; Strike Clause, 200; 
Tender Back, 53; Time of Essence, 146; Title 
to Goods, 200, 254, 292, 384, 420; Used Auto- 
mobile, 18. 


Set-Off and Counterclaim—Assignment of 
108; Defense, 108; Lien, 54. 


Chose, 





Schools and School Districts—Bible Reading, 420; 
Dancing, 438; Foreign Language, 420; Inter- 
est on Warrants, 182; Warranty, 90, 433. 


Seamen—Mutual Release, 402. 


Specific Performance—Breach of Contract, 18; De- 
scriptions of Land, 36; Meeting of Minds, 90; 
Option, 182; Oral Contract, 273; Statutory 
Charge, 54; Subsequent Grantee, 36. 

States—Boundaries, 273; “State Officers,” 200. 

Statutes—Construction of, 36; Constitutionality, 
328; Motive of Legislature, 146; Title, 18, 72; 
Titles and Subjects, 54; Uncertainty, 164. 


Street Railroads—Collision, 36, 273, 384; Contribu- 
tory Negligence, 72, 126, 328, 384; Deaf Pedes- 
trian, 254; Duty to Pedestrians, 420; “Equip- 
ment,” 254; Humanitarian Rule, 54; Last Clear 
Chance, 18, 90; Licensee, 364; Maintenance of 
Bridge, 310; Motor Vehicle Act, 273; Negli- 
gence, 254: Rates, 402; Right of Way, 146; 
Safe Car, 164; Speed, 218, 346; Trespass, 402. 


Subscriptions—Not Revocable, 182. 


Sunday—Contract for Instruction, 236; Lease, 310. 


Taxation—Conditional Sale—420; “Doing Business 
for Profit,” 438; Drainage Districts, 328; Due 
Process, 72, 364; Educational Institutions, 36 ; 
Filing Report, 16; Indian Lands, 273 ; Losses on 
Short Sales, 456; “Market Value,” 328; Massa- 
chusetts Trust, 292; Mistake in Name, 90; 
Mobilia Sequuntur Personam, 218; National 
Banks, 438; Proceeds of Insurance, 456; Public 
Lands, 402; Religious Society, 72; Retrospec- 
tive Law, 346; Sale of Petroleum Products, 
164; Tax Sale, 310; Tenant in Common, 126; 
Transfer Tax, 328; Trust Companies, 72; Trust 
Fund, 182. 

Telegraphs and Telephones—Co-operative Associa- 
tion, 402; Overcharge, 36. 


Tenancy in Common—Reasonable Value, 364. 
Territories—Discrimination, 346. 

Theaters and Shows—Negligence, 438. 
Time—-“Thereafter,” 54. 


Trade Marks and Trade Names—Unfair Competi- 
tion, 126. 


Treaties—Foreign Shipment in Bond. 54. 


Trusts—Conveyance by Wife, 346; Cost, 54; Di- 
verted Property, 126; Judicial Sale, 310; Life 
Tenant, 36; Parol Agreement, 54; Resulting 
Trust, 310. 


United States—Lamage from Public Works, 108; 
Loss of Contractor, 310; Misrepresentations, 
346; Party to Suit, 273; Sale by Mistake, 364; 
Shipping Board Emergency, 346; War Savings 
Certificates, 72. 


Usury—Sale of Mortgage, 18. 


Vendor and Purchaser—Detention of Possession, 
72; Good Faith, 328; Implied Notice of Lease, 
182; “In Statu Quo,” 18; Leased Property, 
126; Lis Pendens, 200; Reasonable Time, 328 ; 
Rescission, 18, 218, 420; Shortage of Acreage, 
54; Unmarketable Title, 36. 


War—Claim Against Alien Enemy, 200; Stock of 
Alien Enemy, 200. 


Warehousemen—Reasonable Time for Transfer, 18. 
Waters and Water Courses—Draining Surface 
Water, 36; Due Process, 236; Flooding Land, 


254: Liability for Fire, 273; Prescription, 384; 
Prescriptive Right, 126; Servient Estate, 72. 


Weapons—Traveler, 72. 
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Workmen’s Compensation—“Able to Earn,” 


Wills—Allterations, 236; Alienation, 72; Ambiguity, 


4; Ambulatory Disposition, 218; “Cash,” 
273; “Children,” 456; Construction, 292 ; Devise 
Over, 364; Earnings of Savings Bank, 346; Fee 
Simple Estate, 90; Gift to Children, 218; Gift 
of Trustee, 90; Insufficient Evidence, 54; In- 
tent, 292; Life Estates, 72, 236, 456; Life Ten- 
ant, 236; Mortgage of Estate, 36; “Next of 
Kin,” 218; Olographic Will, 36; Oral Request, 
328; Remainder, 54; Restraint Upon Aliena- 
tion, 310; Revocation, 310; Rule in Shelley's 
Case, 90; Statute of Limitations, 54; Stock 
Dividend, *254; Termination of Trust, 54; Un- 
due Influence, 126, 402, 456; Unlawful Accu- 
mulations, 90. 


Witnesses—Secondary Evidence, 292. 


364; 
Alien Dependents, 384; “Arising Out of Em- 
ployment,” 292, 364, 384, 402, 420; Assault by 
Fellow Employee, 292; Assignment of Com- 
pensation, 346; Common Law Marriage, 364: 
Contributory Negligence, 456; Course of Em- 
ployment, 218, 384, 402, 438, 456; Delay in No- 
tice, 402; “Dependents,” 254, 273, 328; Direc- 





tor as Employee, 236; Disability, 146; “During 
Hours of Service,” 402; Earning Capacity, 402 ; 
Election, 310; “Employee,” 236, 420, 456; Em- 
ployers’ Liability Act, 200; Explosives, 102; 
“Farm borer,” 200; Hazardous Occupation, 
126; Heart Failure, 364; Hernia, 164; “House- 
maid’s Knee,” 126; Independent Contractor, 
273, 402; Injury in Other State, 200; Injury to 
Manual Training Teacher, 364; Injury to 
Minor, 236; Industrial Accident Commission, 
200; Interstate Commerce, 456; Legal Certain- 
ty, 346; Liability of Third Party, 310; Loss of 
Thumb, 402; Loss of Vision, 328; Minor’s 
Election, 364; Minor Employee, 126; Modifica- 
tion of Award, 236; Negligence, 364; Non-Res- 
ident, 310; Notice of Injury, 438; Operation, 
364; Partial Disability, 346, 420; Partial In- 
capacity, 218; “Pecuniary Gain,” 438; Per- 
manent Injury, 146; “Personal Injury,” 438; 
Posthumous Children, 218, 402; Proximate 
Cause of Injury, 254; Railway Mail Clerk, 438 ; 
“Regularly Employed,” 236; Risk of Employ- 
ment, 126; “Special Officer,” 200; State High- 
way Commission, 108; Street Risk, 420; Tort 
Feasor, 200; Violation of Not Misdemeanor, 
126; Weekly Earnings, 364; Willful Miscon- 
duct, 456; Written Demand, 456. 
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list. 


ALABAMA, 


ALEXANDER CITY. 
Henry P. White. 


ANNISTON. 
a BD. Carr. 


ATHENS. 
W. R,. Walker. 


BIRMINGHAM. 
W. H. Anderson. 
Lee C. Bradley. 
Chamblee & Chamblee. 
Leader & Ullman. 
Metz & Griffith. 
Ivey F. Lewis. 
F, W. McArthur. 
Emmett O’Neal. 
Nathan L. Miller. 
Hugh Morrow. 
A, Leo Oberdorfer. 
Erle Pettus. 
Tillman, Bradley & 


Morrow. 
Wood & Pritchard. 


CLANTON. 
Grady Reynolds, 


DOTHAN. 
Oscar 8. 


EUFAULA, 
Wm, H. Merrill. 


FLORENCE. 
A. A. Williams. 


GADSDEN. 
P. E. Culli, 
Victor Vance. 
GENEVA, 
W. O. Mulkey. 
GREENVILLE, 
Lane & Lane, 


MOBILE. 
Wm, H, Armbrecht. 
Frederick G. Krom- 
' berg. 
Leo M. Flynn, 
Jesse F'.. Hogan, 
Chas. W. Tompkins. 


MONROEVILLE. 
Barnett, Bugs & Lee. 


MONTGOMERY. 
W. M. Blakey. 
Hill, Hill, Whiting & 
Thomas. 
Stuart M. MacKenzie. 
Steiner, Crum & Weil. 
Ray Rushton, 


OPELIKA. 
N. D, Denson. 
TALLADEGA. 
D. H, Riddle. 


TUSCUMBIA. 
J. T. Kirk. 


Lewis. 


YORK, 
John A, Altman, 
Robert R. Wallace. 








ALASKA, 


JUNEAU, 
John Rustgard. 
R. E. Robertson. 
A. G. Shoup. 


ARIZONA, 


BISBEE. 

Edw. J. Flanigan. 
DOUGLAS. 

W. D. King. 
FLORENCE. 

E, P. Patterson. 
HOLBROOK. 

Clarence H. Jordan. 

Thorwald Larson, 
KINGMAN, 

Carl G, Crook. 
PHOENIX. 

J. L. B. Alexander. 

B. E. Marks. 

G. P. Nevitt. 
TUCSON. 

Frank E,. Curley. 
YUMA, 

Peter T. Robertson. 


ARKANSAS, 


ASHDOWN. 
John J. Dulaney. 
BLYTHEVILLE, 
Davis, Costen & Har- 
rison, 
R. A. Nelson. 
BOONEVILLE. 
Evans & Evans. 
BRINKLEY. 
Bogle & Sharp. 
DE QUEEN. 

G. G. Billings. 
DE VALLS BLUFF. 
W. H, Gregory. 

FORDYCE. 
Cc, L. Chambers. 
Cc. D. Mallett. 
T. D. Wynne. 
FORREST CITY. 
Ss. H. ann. 
FORT SMITH. 
Webb Covington. 
John H. Holland. 
Ira D. Oglesby. 
Thos. B. Pryor. 
GREENWOO? 
Geo, W. Johnson. 
HARDY. 
Arthur Sullivan. 
HARRISON. 
J. Lloyd Shouse. 
HARTFORD. 
A. M. Dobbs. 
HEBER SPRINGS. 
«ortimer Frauenthal. 





HOT SPRINGS. 
Arthur Cobb, 
J. P. Henderson. 


JONESBORO. 

Basil Baker. 

Claude B. Brinton. 
LAKE VILLAGE. 

B. F. Merritt. 
LEWISVILLE. 

King & Whatley. 

Chas. B, Wellborn, 
LITTLE ROCK, 

John F, Clifford. 

Ashley Cockrill, 

Frauenthal & Johnson 

Marvin Harris. 

H. T. Harrison. 

Samp. Jennings. 

Tom M. Mehaffy. 

D. D. Terry. 

Kinsworthy & Hen- 

derson. 

George Vaughan. 

Sam M. Wassell. 
MENA. 

Minor L. Pipkin. 

B. J. Stewart. 
MURFREESBORO. 

Claude A. Rankin, 
NASHVILLE. 

J. L. Butt. 
NEWPORT. 

Boyce & Mack. 

John W. Stayton. 
OSCEOLA. 

J. W. Rhodes, Jr. 
PARAGOULD. 

Fuhr & Futrell, 
PIGGOTT. 

L. Hunter. 
PINE BLUFF. 

W. F. Coleman. 

H. R. Lucas. 

Taylor & Jones. 
STUTTGART. 

Geo. C. Lewis. 

Harry E. Meek. 

Earle W. Moorhead. 

Hiram L. Sternberg. 
TEXARKANA, 

W. H. Arnold, Jr. 

Herbert M. Barney. 

James D, Head. 

Thaddeus B. Vance. 

Frank S. Quinn. 
WASHINGTON. 

W. H. Etter. 


CALIFORNIA. 


BAKERSFIELD. 
E. J. Emmons. 
Alfred Siemon. 


CARMEL, 
Edward G, Kuster. 


CORNING. 
E. L. Randall. 





GRIDLEY. 
Henry Ingram, 


c. L. Clark. 

Harris & Hayhurst. 

Chas. A. Hill. 

F. H. Short. 

Alva E. Snow. 

N. Lindsay South. 
GLENDORA. 

R. B. Bidwell. 
INDEPENDENCE. 

Frank C. Scherrer, 
LONG BEACH. 

Geo. F. Kapp. 

Bruce Mason. 

McCaughan & 

McCaughan. 

Adolph B. Rosenfeld. 

Swaffield & Swaffield. 
LOS ANGELES. 

Harvey D. Cheney. 

Fredericks & Hanna. 

Gibson, Dunn & 

Crutcher, 

Rex Hardy. 

A. W. Hutton. 

Thomas C. Job. 

Frank James, 

Ben D. Koontz. 

E, E. Milliken. 

Nathan Newby. 

Paran F. Rice. 

Duke Stone. 

Frank Wisdom 
NAPA, 

John T. York. 
OAKLAND. 

Carl H. Abbott. 

Chas. A. Beardsley. 
OAKLAND. 

Harmon Bell, 

Jesse J. Dunn. 

R. M. Fitzgerald. 

Eugene E. Trefethen. 


PASADENA. 
J. M. Kerr. 
Harold B. Landreth. 
H. G,. Simpson. 


PLEASONTON. 
Chas. A. Gale. 


RICHMOND. 
Cc. S. Hannum, 


RIVERSIDE. 
Cc. W. Benshoof. 
Adair & Winder. 


ROSEVILLE. 
J. B. Gibson. 
SACRAMENTO. 
J. W. S. Butler. 
H. W. Funke. 
Devlin & Devlin. 


SAN DIEGO. 
E. R. Bliss, Jr. 
John W. Mott. 
F. W. Stearns. 
Wright & McKee. 
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SAN FRANCISCO. 
W. M. Abbott. 


Anthony DeVoto. 

Edward C. Harrison. 

Knight & Heggerty. 

Lent & Humphrey. 

P. H. Johnson. 

Augustin C. Keane. 

Cc, H, Oatman. 

G. W. McEnerney. 

W. H, Orrick. 

F. W. Sawyer. 

Grant H. Smith. 

Paul C. Thorne. 

Owen M. Van Duyn. 
SAN MATEO. 

J. E. oo" 
SANTA AN 

Horatio ,  Forgy. 
SANTA BARBARA. 

T. R. Finley. 
SANTA MARIA. 

F. J, Feeney. 
SANTA PAULA. 

H,. Clyde Harms. 
STOCKTON, 

Louis J. Schino. 
TULARE. 

Cc. L. Russell. 
UKIAH. 

Keith C. Eversole. 

Chas. Kasch. 
WOODLAND. 

J. H. Laugenour. 


‘ COLORADO. 
ANTONITO. 
Ralph L, Carr. 


BRECKENRIDGE. 
Carl A. Kaiser. 


COLORADO SPRINGS. 
Norman M. Campbell. 


James A. Orr. 


DELTA. 
Stewart & Stone. 


DENVER. 
Perry Behymer. 
John T. Bottom, 
Paul M. Clark. 
H. W. Danforth. 
A. L. Doud. 
Henry A. Dubbs. 
W. R. Eaton. 
E. E. Enterline. 
James E. Garrigues. 
Goudy & Goudy. 
Horace N. Hawkins. 
Philip Hornbein. 
Gerald Hughes. 
Frederick T. Henry. 


Henry McAllister, Jr. 


Thos. J, O’Donnell. 
R. D. Rees. 


Howard 8S. Robertson. 
Robinson & Robinson. 


Barnwell S. Stuart. 

D. L. Webb. 
DURANGO . 

Reese McCloskey. 
FT, COLLINS. 

R. W. Fleming. 

Fred W. Stow. 
FORT MORGAN. 

Walter S. Coen. 
GRAND JUNCTION. 

W. S. Furman. 

Guy V. Sternberg. 
GREELEY. 

F. J. Green. 

Wm. B. Kelly. 

Wm. H. Thompson. 

Charles D. Todd. 
IDAHO SPRINGS. 

Fred P. Storke. 





LA JUNTA, 

Clyde T. Davis. 
LAMAR, 

Hi.lyer & Kincaid. 
LONGMONT. 

John F. Reynes, 
MONTROSE 

John L. Stivers. 
PUEBLA. 
Wm, B. Stewart, 
RIFLE. 

Elam B. Underhill. 
STEAMBOAT SPRINGS 

Gilbert A. Walker. 
STERLING. 

Roy T. Johnson. 
TELLURIDE. 

L. W. Allen. 
TRINIDAD, 

eye B. Erickson. 
WALDE 


Geo. mM Bailey. 


CONNECTICUT. 


BRIDGEPORT. 
Cullinan & Cullinan. 
Albert J. Merritt. 

HARTFORD. 

John F. Sane ogg 
John J. Dwy' 

Isidor E. Finkelstein. 
Jacob Schwolsky. 

NEW HAVEN. 

Bristol & White. 
James E. Wheeler. 

NEW LONDON. 
Nathan Belcher. 
Max Boyer. 

Arthur B. Calkins. 
H. A, Hull. 
Arthur T. Keefe. 
8S. Victor Prince. 
Thos. E. Troland. 

NORWICH. 

Chas, W. Cassidy. 

STAMFORD. 
Frederick C. Taylor. 

UNIONVILLE. 

Robert E, Taft. 

WATERBURY. 

T. F. Carmody. 
John H. Cassidy. 
James R. Lawlor. 
Chas, G. Root, 


DELAWARE. 


WILMINGTON. 
Thos. J. Laffey, 
Marvel, Marvel, 

ton & Hughes. 
John P. Nields. 
H. H. Ward. 


Lay- 


DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTON. 
John 8. Barbour. 
Walter E. Barton. 
Geo. L. Boyle. 
Henry M. Foote, 
Melville Church. 
Forney Johnston. 
Geo. Shiras, Jr. 
Chapin Browne. 
Watson E. Coleman. 
Thomas H. Henry. 
Frank J. Hogan. 
Cc, L. Johnson. 
John H. Small. 
George Sutherland. 
Wayne B. Wheeler. 





FLORIDA. 
BARTOW. 
Olliphant & Seana. 
Oliver & Parker. 
G. Edwin Walker. 
Benj. H. Webster. 


IA. J. Hathaway. 
BRADENTOWN. 
Dewey A. Dye. 


CHIPLEY. 
Ira A, Hutchison. 


DAYTONA. 
Gardiner & Brass. 


es > SPRINGS 


W. Flournoy. 
D ™N. Trotman. 
DE LAND. 


Stewart & Stewart. 


FORT MYERS. 
Walter O. Sheppard. 


FORT PIERCE. 
Fred Fee. 
JACKSONVILLE. 
Cc. M. Cooper, Chas. P, 
& J. J. G. Cooper. 
John C. Cooper, Jr. 
Henry C. Clark. 
E. J. L. Engle. 
John E,. Hartridge. 
Kay, S aa & Rag- 
lan 
A. H. & Roswell King. 
Knight & Adair. 
Marks, Marks & Holt. 
Miles W. Lewis. 
P. H. Odom. 
Abraham Aronovitz. 
Stafford Caldwell, 
W. McL. Christie. 
Wm, T. Cowles, Jr. 
Wm. T. Cowles, Sr. 
P. Guy Crews. 
Salem K. David. 
Chas, M. Durrance. 
Cc. C, Howell. 
F, R. C. Koester. 
Francis M, McHale. 
Paul D. McGarry. 
F. V. Paradise. 
Smith & Kanner. 
R. E. Stillman. 
Stanton Walker. 
ee ox 
G. P. Garrett. 
LAKELAND. 
T. Hart Getzen. 
Peterson & Carver. 
LIVE OAK, 
J. B. Johnson. 
L. E. Roberson. 


MARIANNA., 
John H. Carter. 
F. M. Tipton. 


MIAMI. 
W. I. Evans. 
Carl T. Hoffman. 
A. J. Rose. 
Bart A. Riley. 
Edward L. Semple. 


MILTON. 
L. V. Trueman. 
L. T. Wiggins. 


NEW SMYRNA 
John Duss. Jr. 


OCALA. 
Anderson & Anderson, 
L. N. Green. 
F. R. Hocker. 
Chas. A. Sayres, Jr. 


ORLANDO. 
J. N. Hutchins. 
Massey & Warlow. 
Frank A. Smith. 








PALATKA. 
W. P. Dineen. 
J. V. Walton. 
A. H. Odom. 

PANAMA CITY. 
EK. Dykes. 

PENSACOLA. 
Philip D. Beall. 
A. C. Binkley. 
Wm. Fisher. 
E. C. Maxwell. 


PERRY. 
W. B. Davis. 
QUINCY. 
Jas. L. Davidson. 
J. H. Harrell. 

Y. L. Watson. 
ST. 6 a ag 
G. Bassett, Jr. 

ST. seaman. 
James Booth. 
A. K. Cook. 
SARASOTA. 
W. Y. Perry. 
SEBRING. 
Fairfax T. Haskins. 
TALLAHASSEE. 
E. T. Davis. 
Fred H. Davis. 
W. J. Oven. 
TAMPA. 
Borchardt & Borchardt 
Edwin L. Bryan. 
J. W. Dupree. 
Wm. Hunter. 
Thomas E. Lucas. 
Howard P. Macfarlane 


McMullen & Petteway. 
Oscar H. Norton. 
Sandford & Hampton. 
Sherrill & Peacock. 

A. H. Smith. 

Stuart & Brooks. 
Wm. M. Taliaferro. 
John P. Wall. 

Guy B. Zewadski. 


GEORGIA, 


ALBANY. 
Leonard Farkas. 
Claude Payton. 


AMERICUS. 

Dan Chappell. 

J. A. Hixon. 

J. Lewis Ellis. 

T. O. Marshall. 
ATHENS. 

Erwin, Erwin & Nix. 

J. J. Strickland. 

H. C. Tuck. 
ATLANTA. 

Reuben R. Arnold. 

Robert C. Alston. 

Brewster, Howell & 

Heyman. 
Geo. F. Gober. 


Edgar Watkins, 

Geo. Westmoreland. 
AUGUSTA 

Barrett & Hull, 

Cc. H. & H. 8. Cohen. 

Wm. H. Fleming. 

Isaac 8. Peebles, Jr. 

W. R McDonald. 

Benj. E. Pierce. 
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BARNESVILLE. 

Charles J. Lester. 
BRUNSWICK. 

Daniel Webster Krauss 

Max Isaac. 
CAMILLA. 

Peacock & Gardner. 
CLARKESVILLE. 

MeMillan & Erwin. 
COLUMBUS. 

Love & Fort. 

Geo. C. Palmer. 

Slade & Swift. 
CORDELE. 

A. S. Bussey. 

F. G. Boatright. 

Crum & Jones. 
COVINGTON. . 

Chas. C. King. 
EASTMAN. 

D. D. Smith. 
ELBERTON. 

W. A. Nall. 
FITZGERALD. 

E. P. Keefer. 

Alex J. McDonald. 
FORSYTH. 

Persons & Persons. 
JASPER. 

Roscoe Pickett. 
JONESBORO. 

John B. Hutcheson. 


John E. Mundy. 
McRAE. 

Lamar Murdaugh. 
MACON. 


Chas. J. Bloch. 
Chas. H. Hall. 
Harris, Harris & Wit- 
man. 
Harry S. Strozier. 
E. B. Weatherly. 
MONTEZUMA. 
Jule Felton. 
MONTICELLO. 
Greene F’. Johnson. 
MOULTRIE. 
R. J. Lewis. 
Paul Q. Bryan. 
NASHVILLE. 
Wm. Story. 
OCILLA. 
Rogers & Rogers. 
PEMBROKE. 
J. P. Dukes. 
ROME. 
Linton A, Dean. 
SAVANNAH. 
S. B. Adams. 
Robert L, Colding. 
Gignilliat & O'Neal. 
Lawton & Cunningham 
Jacob Gazan, 
Isaac & Isaac. 
A. B, Lovett. 
Peter W. Meldrim. 
O'Byrne, Hartridge & 
Wright. 
Osborne, Laurence & 
Abrahams. 
Geo. W. Owens. 
T. P. Ravenel, 
Russell & Gignilliat. 
Wm, R. Sanderson. 
STATESBORO. 
R. L. Moore. 
SWAINSBORO. 
I. L. Price. 
Grayson C. Powell. 
THOMASTON. 
James R. Davis. 
TIFTON. 
Fulwood & Hargrett. 
TOCCOA. 
John H. Davis & Son. 











WASHINGTON. 
Earle Norman. 
A. C. Shepherd. 

WAYCROSS. 

James F. Morgan. 
Parks & Reed. 
Wilson & Bennett. 

WRIGHTSVILLE. 

A. L. Hatcher. 


HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
HONOLULU. 
Brown, Cristy & Davis. 
Wm. T. Carden. 
Thompson & Cathcart. 
Ambrose J. Wirtz. 
LIHUE. 
Philip L. Rice. 
WAIKUKU. 
E. R. Bevins. 


IDAHO. 


BOISE CITY. 

Pasco B. Carter. 

Chas. F. Koelsch. 

T. L. Martin. 

Oppenheim & Lampert 
BUHL. 

maegeies & Green. 
BURLE 

E, A, isteach. 
CALDWELL. 

Judson A. Elston. 
COEUR D'ALENE, 

M. G. Whitney. 
COUNCIL. 

L. L. Burtenshaw. 
GOODING. 

James & Ryan. 
IDAHO FALLS. 

O. A. Johannesen. 


KELLOGG. 
Milton W. 

LEWISTON. 
James E. Babb. 
Fred E. Butler. 
Chas. H, Chance. 
Eugene A. Cox. 
Leo McCarty. 
Daniel Needham. 


NAMPA. 

D. L. Rhodes. 

Geo. H. Van de Steeg. 
OAKLEY. 

W. L. Dunn. 
POCATELLO. 

Peterson & Coffin. 
RUPERT. 
E. R. Dampier. 

SANDPOINT. 
Herman H. Taylor 
E. W. Wheelan. 

TWIN FALLS. 

W. P. Guthrie. 
oO. W. Witham. 


Emmet. 


ILLINOIS, 


AURORA. 
B. P. Alschuler. 
Peffers & Wing. 
Fred B. Shearer. 
Roy J. Solfisburg. 
BELVIDERE. 
P. H. O’Donnell. 


BLOOMINGTON. 
Morrissey, Sullivan & 
Rust. 
Gane. M. Buck. 
X R. C. De 
ae 
Jesse FE. Hoffman. 





CARLYLE. 
Hugh V. Murray. 
H. G. Weber. 
ae a gh 
H. G. Gallimore. 
CARTHAGE. 
Charles J. Scofield. 
Hartzell & Cava- 
naugh. 
CHAMPAIGN. 
R. S. Bauer. 
S. H. Dewhirst. 
CHICAGO, 
E. A. Aborn 
Ashcraft & ‘Ashcraft. 
F. L. Boyd. 
Aug. Tiaoeiees 
H,. G. Colson. 
E. S. Cummings. 
D’Ancona & Pflaum. 
Thos. Dent, 
W. J. Dole. 
Robert L, Elliott. 
Timothy J. Fell. 
Ben F. Goldstein. 
John R. Guilliams, 
Roy M. Harmon. 
Hennings & Thulin. 
Frederick B. Hovey. 
Andrew Hummeland. 
John L. Hopkins, 
Jas. C. McMath, 
Chas. J. Michal. 
Martin Piepenburg. 
Pomeroy & Martin. 
John P. McGoorty. 
Joseph A. McInerney. 
A. W. Martin. 
M. A. Mergentheim. 
John $. Miller, Jr. 
Wm. F. Mulvihill. 
Edwin A. Munger. 
Norman H., Pritchard. 
Mark R. Sherman. 
Shortall & Murison. 
R. B. Scott. 
J. A. Shannon. 
ag name Hamil! & 
Worm 
Teller, Levit, 
trust & Levi. 
Edgar B. Tolman. 
Chas. J. Trainor. 
Cc. F. Wiehe. 
Winston, Strawn & 
Shaw. 
Harris F. Williams. 
DANVILLE. 
James Dwyer. 
Walter T. Gunn. 
Oliver D. Mann. 
Lindley, Penwell & 
Lindley. 
DECATUR. 
Fannie A. Bivans. 
Baldwin & Carey. 
Jesse L. Deck. 
James A, Henson, 
DELAVAN. 
H. Paul Jones. 
DIXON, 
John P. Devine. 
DOWNER’S GROVE. 
A. B. Snow. 
DWIGHT. 
Roy V. Seymour. 
E. ST. LOUIS. 
Kramer, Kramer & 
Campbell. 
E. C. Zulley. 


EDWARDSVILLE. 
R, F. Tunnell, Jr. 


ELIZABETHTOWN, 
James E. Denton. 
Clarence E. Soward. 
James A. Watson. 


EVANSTON. 
Robt. H. Gault. 


Silver- 





FARMER CITY. 

Herrick & Herrick. 
FREEPORT. 

Albert H. Manus. 
FULTON. 

Cc. C. McMahon. 
GALESBURG. 

Williams, Lawrence, 

Green & Gale. 

M. E. Zetterholm. 
GILLESPIE. 

Alfred A. Isaacs. 
GRANITE CITY. 

John B. Harris. 
HARVARD. 

P. J. Donovan. 
HERRIN, 

A. D. Morgan. 
HIGHLAND PARK. 

P. S. Patterson. 
JACKSONVILLE. 

Wm. N. Hairgrove. 

Wm, T. Wilson. 
JOLIET. 

Geo. Cc. Clare. 

Cowing & King. 
KANKAKEE. 

A. C. Jensen. 

Alex J. Powell. 

Walter C, Schneider 
LAWRENCEVILLE, 

Noah M. Tohill. 
LE ROY. 

David D. 
LINCOLN. 

Smith & Edgell. 
LITCHFIELD. 

Paul McWilliams. 
MACOMB. 

Chas, I. Imes. 

Geo. B. Kerman. 
MARION. 

Geo. B. White. 
MATTOON. 

Andrews & Real. 

Bryan H. Tivnen. 
MAYWOOD. ’ 

Geo. W. Carr. 
MONMOUTH. 

R. J. Grier. 
—; 

F. H. Hayes. 
J. W. Rausch. 


MOUND CITY. 
c. S. Miller. 
MURPHYSBORO. 
H. Fletcher Lewis. 


OTTAWA. 

Jas, J. Conway. 

W. H. Hinebaugh. 
PARIS. 

Burnie McClain. 
PEKIN. 

Prettyman, 

Prettyman. 

PEORIA. 

L, O. Eagleton. 

McRoberts & Morgan. 

Geo. A. Shurtleff. 
PERU. 

Hoberg & Hoberg. 
PONTIAC. 

Cyril A. Burns. 

E. A. Simmons. 
QUINCY. 

Rolland M. Wagner. 
RANTOUL. 

Jas. F. —" 
ROCHEL 

E. L. 


McKay. 


Velde & 


tieGoneus! ry. 


RD. 
Ferguson, 
Frank H. Hall. 
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ROCK ISLAND 

Stafford, 

Stafford 

ROODHOUSE. 

W. B, Strang. 
RUSHVILLE. 

Lewis A, Jarman. 
SALEM. 

Chas. H. Holt. 
SPRINGFIELD. 

W. W. Edwards. 

A. M. Fitzgerald. 

J. T. Garretson. 

Geo. B. & 

Gillespie. 

Cc. F. Mortimer. 

Wm, B. Risse. 

Roy M, Seeley. 
STERLING. 

Philip H. Ward. 
STREATOR. 

G. H. Belford. 

Wm, H. Boys. 
SYCAMORE. 

John Faissler, 
URBANA. 

Roy R. Cline. 

W. G. Spurgin. 
VIRGINIA. 


Samuel R. Turner. 


ba yer 
year. 


F. Good 
John P. Palissard. 


WAUKEGAN. 
Oo. 8. Fuqua. 
Leslie P. Hanna. 
Chas. BE, Jack. 


WYOMING, 


John W. Fling, Jr. 


INDIANA, 


ANDERSON. 
J. A. Van Osdal. 
BROOKVILLE. 
Cecil C. Tague. 


CAMBRIDGE CITY. 


John W. Dodson. 


COLUMBUS. 
Jobn Ryners«n, 


CONNERVILLE. 


E. Ralph Himelick. 
CRAWFORDSVILLE. 


Benj. Crane. 
CROWN POINT. 
Martin J. Smith, 
E. CHICAGO. 
Riley, 
Reed, 
ELKHART. 

Verne G. Cawley. 
Cc. C. Raymer. 
EVANSVILLE. 
Funkhouser, 


H. W. Kamman, 


—, Kreuzberger & 


Bock. 
Welman & Darby. 


W. H. Shambaugh. 
FRANKFORT. 

Thos. M. Ryan. 
FRANKLIN. 

White & Owens. 


GARRETT. 
F. A, Nash. 


Schoede & 


Hembroff, Dyer 


Funk- 
houser & Markel. 





GARY. 

John O. Bowers. 

Leonard W. Felker. 

Cassius M. Greenlee. 

Thaddeus Menezynski. 

John W. Thiel, 
GOSHEN . 

A. 8S. Zook 
GREENCASTLE. 

B. Corwin. 
GREENFIELD. 

Leslie Childs, 
GREENSBURG. 

John F. Goddard. 

Rollin A. Turner. 
HAMMOND 


Bomberger, Peters & 


Northland, 

F. Crumpacker. 

E. G. Sproat. 
HUNTINGTON, 

Milo M. Feightner. 

Sumner Kenner, 
INDIANAPOLIS. 

Bachelder & Bachelder. 

Bingham & Bingham. 

Earl R. Conder. 

Charles E. Cox. 

Que A. Forshan. 

Geo, W. Galvin. 

E. H. Iglehart. 

Frank L, Littleton. 

Clair McTurnan. 

Harold Taylor. 

Jos. P. Turk, 

D. E. Watson. 

Geo. W. Young. 
KNIGHTSTOWN. 

Newby & Newby. 
KNOX, 

Chas. H. Peters. 
KOKOMO. 

Bell & Kirkpatrick. 

Jos. C. Herron. 
LADOGA. 

Robert W. Marks. 
LAFAYETTE 

Gaylord & Sills. 
LA PORTE. 

Osborn, Osborn & 

Link. 


LAWRENCEBURG. 

Estal G. Bielby. 
LOGANSPORT. 

Arthur & Arthur. 

Chas. E. Hale. 
MISHAWAKA. 

Fnos E. Long. 
MUNCIE. 

Orr & Clark. 

W. F. White. 
NAPPANEE. 

Perry A. Early. 
NEWCASTLE. 

Geo. D. Forkner. 
NOBLESVILLE. 

Robert H. Kinney. 
NORTH VERNON. 

Wm, Fitzgerald. 
PERU. 

Cox & Andrews. 
PETERSBURG. 

W. D. Curill. 
RICHMOND, 

Gardner, Jessup, Hoel- 

scher & White. 

ROCKPOR 

James L Houston. 
SOUTH BEND. 

Orlo R, Deahl. 

Edwin H. Sommerer. 


SPENCER. 
I. H. Fowler. 








TERRE HAUTE. 
Wm, T. Douthitt. 
Caldwell & Duff. 
Ora D. Davis. 

J. F. Fix. 

UNION CITY. 
Wm, W. Fowler. 

VINCENNES. 
Curtis G, Shake. 
J. P. L. Weems. 


IOWA, 
ALBIA. 
John T. Clarkson. 
ALGONA. 
L. E. Linnan. 
W. B. Quarton. 
ALTON. 
Cc. W. Pitts. 
AUDUBON. 
S. C. Kerberg. 
BEDFORD. 
Flick & Flick. 
Frank Wisdom. 
Wm, M. Jackson. 
BELMOND. 
J. M. Jensen. 
BOONE. 
Dyer, Jordan & Dyer. 
J. R. Whitaker. 
BROOKLYN. 
Frank R. Talbott. 
BURLINGTON. 
LaMonte Cowles. 
Hirsch & Riepe. 
CEDAR FALLS. 
J. B. Newman. 
Cc. M. Parker, 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 
Rickel & Dennis. 
Redmond & Stewart. 
J. H. Trewin. 
CHARLES CITY. 
J. C, Campbell. 
CHEROKEE. 
Lewis McDonald. 
CLARINDA. 
H. BE. Davidson. | 
CLEAR LAKE, 
E. B. Stillman. 
be a ye JUNCTION 
F. M. Molsberry. 
COUNCIL BLUFFS. 
Fremont Benjamin. 
Bert L. Dickason. 
John J. Ferguson. 
Kimball, Peterson & 
Smith. 
Tinley, Mitchell, Pryor 
& Ross. 
CRESTON. 
Kenneth H. Daven- 
port. 
DAVENPORT. 
Betty & Betty. 
Jas. W. Bol'inger. 
Chas, Gilchrist. 
Ralph G. Smith. 
DECORAH. 
H. F. Barthell. 
DES MOINES. 
Henry L. Adams. 
Bowen & Alberson. 
Clark & Cosson. 
M, H. Cohen. 
Frank H. Dewey. 
Halloran & Starkey. 
Clvee Kirk. 
Miller, Kelly, Shuttle- 
worth Seeburger. 
Mulvaney & Mulvaney 
Clinton L. Nourse. 
Oscar Strauss. 
Sullivan & Sullivan. 
S. G. Van Auken, 








Geo, Wambach. 
Clark, Byers & Hut- 
chinson., 

Everett Brown. 

Ben J. Hitz. 

Clarence I. Spencer. 
DUBUQUE. 

J. P. Frantzen. 

S. B. Lattner. 
EMMETSBURG. 

McCarty & McCarty. 
ESTHERVILLE, 

F. J. Kennedy. 
FORT DODGE. 

Robert Healy. 
GREENFIELD. 

Frank’ B. Wilson, 


GRINNELL. 
Harold F. Beyer. 
GUTHRIE CENTER. 
W. D. Milligan. 
HAMBURG. 

R. F,. Hickman. 
HAWARDEN. 

Cc. E. Gantt. 

Snell & Randall. 
HUMBOLDT. 

D. F, Coyle. 

Lorenzo W. Housel. 

Frank Lovrein. 
INDIANOLA. 

Oo. C. Brown. 
IOWA CITY. 

Geo. W. Ball. 

Chas. M. Dutcher. 

G. A, Kenderline. 

J. M. Otto. 
KEOKUK. 

Hazen I. Sawyer. 
LAKE PARK, 

W. J. Bock. 
LANSING. 

Frank L. May. 
LAURENS. 

F. C. Gilchrist. 
LEON. . 

Francis Varga. 
LOGAN. 

Roy Havens. 
MANCHESTER, 

Fred B. Blair. 
MARSHALLTOWN. 


MASON CITY. 

Blythe, Markley, Rule 

& Smith. 

MONTEZUMA. 

Frank Bechly. 
NEWTON. 

H, C. Schulz. 
NORTHWOOD. 

Carl O. Gunderson. 

Thos. A. Kingland, 
OSAGE, 

A. E. Brown. 
OSKALOOSA. 

Burrell & Devitt. 

H, B. McCoy. 
OTTUMWA, 

Wm. A. Hunt. 3 

Chas. M. McDonnell. 

Ernest R. Mitchell. 

J. F. Webber. 
POCAHONTAS. 

Hudson & Hudson. 


RED OAK. 
L. Hayzlett. 


es ae 
. W. De Wolf. 


ROCKWELL CITY. 
8S. A 


Frick. 
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ROLAND. 
Cc, A. Smedal. 
SHELDON. 
T. E. Diamond; 
SHENANDOAH. 
Earl R. Ferguson, 
SIGOURNEY. 
J. P. Talley. 
SIOUX CITY 
a Ww. 
A. C, 
Kass — 
David F. saw. 
. MeG 


Brackney, 


Sears, Snyder & Gley- 
steen. 
Edw. E. Wagner. 
SPENCER. 
J. W. Cory, Jr. 


TAMA. 
J. W. Willett, 


Arthur Lund. 
TOLEDO. 

Struble & Stiger. 

Cc. E. Walters. 
WATERLOO. 

Edwards, Longley, 

Ransier & Harris. 

WEBSTER CITY. 

Wesley Martin. 
WINTERSET. 

S. A, Hays. 


KANSAS, 


ARKANSAS CITY. 
L, C. Brown. 
Faulconer, Dale & 

Swartz, 

ASHLAND. 

J. B. Hayes. 

ATCHISON. 

Ralph U. Pfouts. 

BELOIT. 

R. M. Anderson, 
Frank A, Lutz, 

BLUE RAPIDS. 

Cc. D. Smith. 

CHANUTE. 

Jones & Allen, 

COFFEYVILLE. 
W. E. Zeigler. 

COLDWATER. 
Jay T. Botts. 

COLUMBUS. 

I. N, Kuhn. 
Cc, A. McNeil. 

EL DORADO. 

K, M. Geddes. 

ELLSWORTH. 
Samuel E. Bartlett. 


Owen S. Samuel. 

W. N. Smelser, 
FORT SCOTT. 

John H. Crain, 

Wm. P. Dillard. 

A. M, Keene, 
FREDONIA, 

W. H. Edmundson, 

James N. Kennedy. 

egal & Stryker. 
GALEN. 

ia McNeill. 


DLAND. 
Elmer E, Euwer. 
HAYS. 


E. C. Flood. 
Cc. M. Holmquist. 





HIAWATHA, 
W. F. Medns. 
HOWARD. 
ogg Sullivan. 
HOX 
F. =< Sloan. 
HUTCHINSON. 
Wm. H, Burnett. 
John F. Rhodes. 
F. Dumont Smith. 
Stuart Simmons, 
Taylor & Connaughton 
JUNCTION City. 
Humphrey & 
phrey. 
U. S. Weary. 
Platt & Coleman. 
KANSAS CITY. 
Wm. Drennan, 


Hum- 


Wm. H. McHale, Jr. 

James M. Meek. 

Cc, Clyde Myers. 

T: F. Railsback. 

H. S. Roberts. 

Stanley & Stanley. 

Chas, E, Thompson. 

Brady & Mellott 
LA CROSSE. 

Henry F. Herrman. 
LAWRENCE. 

L. H. Menger. 
LEAVENWORTH, 

Ben F. Endres. 

Floyd E. Harper. 

M. N. McNaughton. 
a AL. 
. H. Grinstead, 
‘asiomio 

John J. “McCurdy. 
MANKATO, 

R. C. Postlethwaite. 
MEDICINE LODGE. 

Noble, Tincher & 

Houck, 

NEWTON. 

Ezra Branine. 
——— 

A, L. Drummond. 

OBERLIN. 

Noble & Noble. 
OSAWATOMIBE. 

Ben F.. Winchel. 


RUSSELL. 

J. G. Vogelsang, 
SALINA. 

W. B. Crowthers. 

John H, Wilson. 
SCOTT CITY. 

Ed. R. Bane. 

R. D, Armstrong. 
SEDAN. 

Carl Ackarman, 
SYRACUSE, 

H. E. Walter. 


TOPEKA. 
Harry W. Allen. 
Harry W. Colmery. 
J. A, Fleming. 
Blair & Lillard. 
Leonard S. Ferry. 
Monroe, Hursh. Sloan 


Richard 3 Hopkins. 
- R. Hite. - 
. M. Thomas. 


nd 8 
W. T. McBride. 


WICHITA, 
John W. Adams. 
Campbell & Campbeil. 
E. L. Foulke. 
Geo, Gardner. 





WICHITA. 
D. W. Eaton. 
Chester I. Long, 
J. C. Shearman. 
I. H. Stearns, 
Vermilion, Evans, 
Carey & Lilleston. 
Thos. C. Wilson. 
WINFIELD. 
S. C, Bloss. 
A. M. Jackson. 


KENTUCKY, 


ASHLAND. 
Clyde R, Levi. 
BARDSTOWN. 
Nat W. Halstead. 
BENTON. 
E. L. Cooper. 
DIXON, 
Bourland & Blackwell. 
FRANKLIN. 
W. R. Peebles. 
GLASGOW. 
W. L. Porter. 
HICKMAN. 
Stanley D, Stembridge 
a | 
H. L. Moore. 
LEXINGTON, 
Richard J. Colbert. 
Wm. C, G. Hobbs, 
Geo. R. Hunt 
LOUISVILLE. 
James F. Brown, 
Wm. F. Clarke, Jr. 
William B. Eagles. 
Henry J. Stites. 
Morton K. Yonts, 
MADISONVILLE, 
Gordon, Gordon & 
Moore. 
ee 
. W. Manring. 
‘aseeeaiadin 
Stanley Reed. 
MIDDLESBORO. 
John Howard. 
MORGANFIELD., 
Allen, Harris & Allen. 
MT. VERNON, 
Cc. C. Williams. 
OWENSBORO. 
Gilbert Holbrook. 
Albert B. Oberst. 
PADUCAH, 
B. M. Philley. 
PIKEVILLE. 
S. Marion Cecii, 
PINEVILLE. 
Cleon K. Calvert. 
RICHMOND. 
John Nolan’. 
RUSSELLVILLE. 
Ss. R. Crewdson. 
WILLIAMS BURG. 
H. H. Tye. 


LOUISIANA. 

ALEXANDRIA. 

J. W. Hawthorne. 
BASTROP. 

Madison & Madison. 
BATON ROUGE. 

R. L, Tullis. 
COVINGTON. + 

B, M. Miller. 
CROWLEY. 

Philip S. Pugh. 
DONALDSONVILLE. 

W. Lemann. 


FRANKLIN. 
Paul Kramer. 





HAMMOND. 

H, G. Hungate. 
LAFAYETTE. 

J. Gilbert St. 
LEESVILLE. 

Cc. E. Hardin. 
MINDEN. 

L, K. Watkins, 
MONROE. 

W. F. Millsaps. 
MORGAN CITY, 

Chas. A. Blanchard, 

Chas. L, Wise. 
NEW ORLEANS. 

H. M. Ansley. 

Chas, F. Buck, Jr, 

Nicholas G. Carbajal. 

Dart & Kernan. 

J. C. Davey. 

Frank B. Davenport. 

Prentice Edrington, Jr. 

Farrar, Goldburg & 

Dufour, 

Milling, Godchaux. 
Saal & Milling. 
Lewis R. Graham. 

E. H. McCaleb. 
Chas. J. Rivet. 
McCloskey & Benedict. 
Richard B. Montgom- 
ery. 
Wm. R. Kinsella. 
Lazarus, Michie & La- 
zarus, 
Morris P. Le Compte, 
John J. O’Connor. 
J. M. Quintero. 
G. B. Smart. 
R, A, Tichenor. 
PLAQUEMINE. 
Joseph Nicolosi. 
RUSTON. 
Barksdale & Barks- 
dale. 
SHREVEPORT. 
Thatcher & Webb. 
WINNSBORO. 
E. B. Moore. 


Julien. 


MAINE, 


CALAIS. 

Ashley St. 
CORNISH. 

Walter P. Perkins, 
FOXCROFT. 

Cc. W. Hayes. 
GORHAM. 

J. A. Waterman. 
LEWISTON. 

Fernand Despins, 
MADISON. 

c. O. Small. 
PORTLAND. 

John T. Fagan. 

Harry E. Nixon. 

Frank W. Robinson. 

H. P. Sweetser. 
WATERVILLE. 

Chas. W. Atchley. 
WESTBROOK. 

Wm. Lyons, 


Clair. 


MARYLAND 


BALTIMORE. 
Walter H. Buck. 
Frank, Emory & 
Beuwkes. 
Chas. F. Harley. 
— Hisky & Bur- 


nas. “M. Howard. 
Edwin C. Irelan. 
W. L. Marbury. 
E. N. Rich. 
Webster C. Tall. 
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CAMBRIDGE. 

J. W. 8. Cochrane. 
BEL AIR, 
Philip H. Close. 
DENTON. 
T. A, Goldsborough. 


HYATTSVILLE. 

James C. Waters, Jr. 
SALISBURY. 

F. Leonard Wailes. 
WESTERNPORT. 

Horace P. Whitworth. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


ADAMS, 

Edwin K, McPeck. 
BOSTON. 

Frank W. Grinnell. 

S. K. Hamilton. 

Adolph M. Schwarz. 
BROOKLINE. 

Alfred D. Chandler, 
CAMBRIDGE. 

Prof. Roscoe Pound. 
LAWRENCE. 

Wm, C. & E. J. Ford 
LENOX, 

Cc. J. Broderick. 
SPRINGFIELD. 

ames B. Carroll. 
WORCHESTER. 

Wm. C. Mellish, 

Chas. T, Tatman, 


MICHIGAN, 


ALPENA. 
I. S. Canfield. 
ANN ARBOR. 
M. J. Cavanaugh. 
Frank B. De Vine. 


Te oe 
J. L. H 
Burritt Hamilton, 


Robert H. Lane. 
BESSEMER. 
Solomon W. Patek. 
CALUMET. 
Galbreath & McCor- 
mich. 
CROSWELL. 
George Filott. 
DETROIT. 
Black & Black. 
Chas. F. Carney, 
Cc. J. Cole. 
Sidney 8. Cole. 
E. S. Clarkson. 
R. M. Connor. 
Crandell & Tinkham. 
John G. Cross. 
Carl B. Grawn. 
Wm. L. January. 
Keena, Lightner, Ox- 
toby & Hanley. 
Wm. O'Neill Kronner, 
Fred A. Lehman. 
Harold R, Martin. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
Ira F. Morgan. 
Wm, S. Sayres, Jr. 
Newman Smith. 
Royal F. Sweet. * 
Henry C. Walters. 
yte & Beyer. 
Ford M. Yokom. 
ESCANABA. 


m4 


FLINT. 


Leo M. ” Chinn 

Van Benschoten & 
Millard. 

Carton, Roberts & 
Stewart. 


FREMONT. 
White & Reber. 
GRAND HAVEN, 
Louis S. Osterhous. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 
Colin P. Campbell. 
B. M. Corwin. 
Edgar H. Johnson. 
Dorr Kuizema. 
Charles H, Lillie. 
IRON RIVER. 

Dan J. O'Hara. 
IRONWOOD. 

Waples- & Waples. 
ITHACA. 

John W. Myers. 
ss a 

. A. Kinch. 

eccakeun 

Cc. 8. Carney. 
LANSING. 

Dean W. Kelley. 

Samuel H. Rhoades. 
MENOMINEE. 

John O’Hara. 
MUNISING. 

Richard E, O’Brien. 
OWOSSO. 

Miner & Miner. 
PAW PAW. 

Thos. J. Cavanaugh. 

A. Lynn Free. 
PONTIAC. 

Robert D. Heitsch. 
ag es ag“ 

R. L. Crane. 
Robert J, Curry. 
Alfred H. Myer. 

ST. JOHN’S. 
Wm. M. Smith. 


MINNESOTA. 


ADA. 
nr sa & McLaugh- 
in, 


ALBERT LEA. 


H, H. Dunn. 
ARGYLE. 

E. A. Brekke. 
AUSTIN. 

Martin A, Nelson. 
BAGLEY. 

Oscar T. Stenvick. 
BEMIDJI 


Chas. W. Scrutchin. 

BLUE EARTH. 

D. L. Morse 
BIRD ISLAND. 

Murray & Baker. 
BRECKENRIDGE. 

John P. Kain. 
CAMBRIDGE. 

Godfrey G. Goodwin. 
CHISHOLM. 

Alger R, Syme. 
CROOKSTON. 
Brandon 7 Netls. 
W. E. Row 


DULUTH. 
F, T. Cuthbert. 
Arthur R, Smythe. 
John G. Williams, 
Washburn, Bailey & 
Mitchell. 
ELBOW LAKE. 





H. J. Rushton. 





J. Scofield. 


ea McBride & 
Gaul 





FAIRMONT. 
Cc, F. Gaarenstrom. 
FERGUS FALLS. 
Leonard Eriksson. 


HAWLEY. 

Hammett & Morton. 
HIBBING. 

Philip M, Stone. 
LE SUEUR. 

Thos. Hessian. 
LITTLE FALLS. 

A. H, Vernon. 


MANKATO. 
Cc. 5 Laurisch. 
F, E. Morse. 
J. W. Schmitt. 


MINNEAPOLIS. 
Brady, Robertson & 
Bonner. 
Rome G, Brown. 
Davis & Michel. 
Trafford N, Jayne. 
F. B. Dodge. 
James C. Fifield. 
Fowler. Schmitt, 
Carlson & Furber, 
Frank Healy. 
—— Stinchfield & 


M. M. Joyce. 

John J. Martin. 
Edward Nelson. 
EB, A. Prendergast. 
James D. Shearer. 
Paul J. Thompson. 
S. R. Child. 

M. E. Culhane. 
Duxbury & Bissell. 
Arthur M. Higgins. 
bps gg eo ong 





Seth Lundquist, 

Shaw, Safford, Ray & 
Shaw. 

Jay W. Smith. 

J. J. Truax. 

Olof L. Bruce. 

John F. Bernhagen. 

Harry K. Bikson. 

John F. Byers. 

Ernest E. Watson. 

F. Gordon Wright. 


OWATONNA. 
Nelson & Nelson. 


PIPESTONE. 
Geo, P. Gurley. 
M. J. Meeker. 


i 
rt W. Eaton. 


Ba. WING. 

A. I. Haller. 

REDWOOD FALLS. 
A. C. Dolliff. 

ST. PAUL. 
Alf. E. Boyeson. 
Pierce Butler. 
John C. De Courcy. 
Donald 8S. Doty. 
Milton P. Firestone. 


Nan Sil c. eee tbolat. 
Valdemar Hansen. 
A. J. Hertz. 

cae. 5 ae. 

os. J. Joyce. 
Harry S. “eacke. 
as S zene. 


Si 
SilverG a Fonara. 
E. S. Thompson. 
Essie W. wi iams. 
John W. Willis. 





WARREN 
Julius J. Olson. 
WASECA. 
John Moonan. 
Chas. Spillane. 


WILLMAR. 
Chas. A. Oberg. 

WINONA. 
Brown, Abbott 
Somsen. 
Geo. R. Little. 
WORTHINGTON. 
A. B. Hughes. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


ABERDEEN. 
W. H. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 

BROOKHAVEN. 
T. Brady, Jr. 
P. Z. Jones. 

CORINTH. 

W. C. Sweat. 

GREENVILLE. 
R. B. Campbell. 

GULFPORT. 

R. C, Cowan. 

W. M. Denny. 
John L. Heiss. 
J. P. Moorman. 


GREENWOOD. 


HATTIESBURG. 
Currie & Smith. 
T. C. Hannah. 

JACKSON. 

E. L. Trenholm. 
R. H. Thompson. 

LAUREL. 

W. S. Welch. 

LEXINGTON, 

E. F. Noel. 

NATCHEZ. 

A. H. Geisenberger. 

OKOLONA. 

A. T. Stovall. 
R. J. West. 

POPLARVILLE. 
Marion Morse. 

SHELBY. 

Thos. G. Jordan. 

SUMNER. 

R. L. Cannon. 

TUPELO. 

W. D. Anderson. 
Robins & Thomas. 
be sar ge 2 om 
T. G. Birchett. 
R. L. Dent. 
N. Vick Robbins. 

WIGGINS. 

W. C. Batson, 

WOODVILLE. 

D. C. Bramlette, Jr. 


MISSOURI. 


BOWLING GREEN. 

J. H. Haley. 
CARROLLTON. 

Sam Withers. 
CHILLICOTHE. 

L. A. Chapman. 
COLLINS. 

W. H. Plaster. 
CRANE, 

J. William Cook. 
FESTUS. 

Albert S. Ennis. 

GENTRY. 

W. F. Seevers. 
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GRANT CITY. 
O. B, Hudson. 
HARRISONVILLE. 
W. D. Summers. 


HOUSTON. 

Barton & Impey. 

Robert Lamar. 
INDEPENDENCE. 

John H. Hardin. 
IRONTON, 

Wm, R. Edgar. 
JOPLIN, 

J. C. Ammerman. 
KANSAS CITY. 

Henry D. Ashley. 

Murat Boyle. 

J. W. Burke. 

Edwin Camack. 

‘Lhos, P. Fenlon, 

Eiliott H. Jones, 

Thad. B. Landon. 

Clement A. Lawler. 

Phitip L. Levi, 

Piatt & Marks. 

Giant I. Kosenzweig. 

«'. E. Small. 

Warner, Dean, Me- 

Leoi & Langworthy 

Harry W. Durrall. 

‘toby Fishman. 

'. R. Layton. 

Morrison, Nugent & 

Wylder. 

H. T. Reilly, Jr. 
KIRKSVILLE. 

S. W. Mills. 
LEBANON. 

A. W. Curry. 

Phil M. Donnelly. 
MACON. 

Nat M. Lacy. 
MARYVILLE. 

Richard L. McDougal. 


MEXICO. 

Clarence Barnes. 

W. W. Fry, Jr. 
MOBERLY. 

Hunter & Chamier. 
NEOSHO. 

L. D. Rice. 
PLATTE CITY. 

Jas. H, Hull. 


POPLAR BLUFF. 
Abington & Abington. 


RICHMOND. 
T. N. Lavelock. 


ST. JOSEPH, 
Eastin & McNeely. 
Geo. W. Groves. 


ST. LOUIS. 
Shepard Barclay. 
Cc. P. Berry. 
Arnim C. Beste. 
P. Taylor Bryan, 
Boyle & Priest. 
Carter, Collins & 

Jones. 

Chas. P. Comer. 
Cobbs & Logan, 
Edward D’Arcy. 
James D. Dockery. 
Wm, P. Doherty. 
Chas. J, Dolan, 
W. H. Douglass. 
Marion C. Early. 
F. H. Eschman. 
W. F. Evans. 
Forrest G. Ferris. 
J. C. Fisher. 
Richard L, Goode. 
Bernard Greensfelder. 
Claud D, Hall. 
Virgil Harris. 
Chas. M. Hay. 
David W. Hill. 
Richard A. Jones. 








Jones, Hocker, Sulli- 
van & Angert. 

Juason, Gréen & 
Henry. 

Chester H. Krum, 

J. F. Lee. 


F. W. Lehmann, 
P,. P. Mason. 
John J. Nangle. 
Walter H, Nohl. 
Claude Nowlin. 
John J. O’Brien. 
Claude O. Pearcy. 
Earl M. Pirkey. 
Luther E, Smith. 
Spencer Thomas, 
Geo. F. Torrey. 
D, Upthegrove. 
John C. Vaughn, 
Percy Werner, 
Edw. J. White. 
H. C. Whitehill. 
James DB, Withrow, 
Tyrrell Williams, 
Pleasant V. Wilson. 
SALEM, 
G.. C. Dalton. 
SAVANNAH. 
Booher & Williams. 
SENATH. 
. G. Bray. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
Hamlin & Hamlin. 
TARKIO. 
John A. Gurlash, 
TIPTON. 
Frank A. Quigley. 
TRENTON. 
Platt Hubbell. 
TROY. 


R. L. Sutton. 
VAN BUREN. 
Garry H. Yount. 


MONTANA, 


ANACONDA, 

D. H. Morgan. 
BILLINGS. 

Henry A. Chapple. 

Collins & Wood. 

Grimstad & Brown. 
BUTTE. 

John K, Claxton. 

J. B. nal 

H, A. Tyv 

Ww hecler & & Daldwin. 
DILLON. 

John Collins. 

Thos. E. Gilbert. 
FORSYTH. 

Geo. A, Horkan. 
FROID. 

Geo. L. Ryerson. 
GREAT FALLS. 

G. S. Frary. 

George E. Hurd, 

McKenzie & McKenzie 
HAMILTON. 

R. A. O’Hara, 
HAVRE. 

H. S. Kline. 
HELENA. 

Wm. Scallon. 
KALISPELL. 

Hans Walchi. 
LEWISTON. 

Edgar G. Worden. 

BH. K. Cheadle. 
LIVINGSTON. 

Miller & O’Connor. 
MILES CITY. 

Geo. W. Farr. 

Cc, H. Loud. 

8. D. McKinnon. 

Sharpless Walker. 
PHILIPSBURG. 

Wingfield L, Brown. 





PLENTYWOOD. 
L. J. Onstad. 
POPLAR, 
G. Ek. Ericson, 


Thos. J, Mathews. 
SCOBEY,. 

Geo. Cudhie. 
SIDNEY. 

R. O. Lunke. 


NEBRASKA, 


ALLIANCE, 
Harry E. Gantz. 
ASHLAND. 
I. C. Buell. 


AURORA, 

M. F. Stanley 
BEATRICE. 

L. H. Laughlin. 
BEAVER CITY, 

Lambe & Butler, 


BLAIR, 
O’Hanlon, Maher & 
O’ Hanlon. 


BRIDGEPORT. 

R. O. Canaday. 
BROKEN BOW. 

N. T. Gadd. 

Sullivan, Squires & 

Johnson. 

CHADRON. 

A. G. Fisher, 
COLUMBUS, 

Louis Lightner. 
DAVID CITY. 

E. A. Coufal. 
DAKOTA. 

George W. Leamer. 
ELMWOOD. 

J. A. Capwell. 
FALLS CITY. 

R. C. James, 
FREMONT. 

Geo. L. Loomis. 

Abbott, Rohn & Rob- 

ins. 


GERING. 
Curtis O. Lyda, 
GRAND ISLAND. 
Arthur C. Mayer. 


HARTINGTON. 
B. Ready. 
HASTINGS. 
John A, Lawler. 
W. A. Dilworth. 
L. C, Paulson. 
IMPERIAL. 
Edmund D. Shipley. 
KEARNEY. 
Ed. P. McDermott. 
H. M. Sinclair. 


KIMBALL. 
Wm. J. Ballard. 
Roland V. Rodman. 
O. A. Torgerson, 
LINCOLN. 
Geo... A, Adams. 
Harry R. Ankeny. 
L. C. Burr, 
T. J. Doyle. 
E. J. Hainer. 
Robert R. Hahn. 
R. S, Mockett, 
Chas. S. Roe. 
Stewart, Perry & 
Stewart. 
Dale P. Stough. 
Roy H. Walford. 
B. G. Westover. 


McCOOK. 
Scott & Scott. 





MINDEN. 
Chas, A. Chappell. 


NEWMAN GROVE. 
H. Halderson. 


OMAHA. 
Baker & Ready. 
Byron Clark. 
Crofoot, Fraser & 
Connolly. 
De La Matre & De La 
Matre. 
H. Fisher. 
J. A. C. Kennedy. 
James E. Rait, 
Weaver & Giller. 
Ziegler, Van 


Gurley, Fitch, West & 
Hickman. 

Edward L. Bradley. 

John M. McFarland. 

Guy R. C. Read. 

Wm, R, Patrick. 

J. J, Friedman. 

Stanley M. Rosewater. 

Stout, Rose, Wells & 

Martin. 

Geo. B. Thummell. 
O’NEILL. 

Clifford B. Scott. 
PIERCE. 

M. H. Leamy. 
RED CLOUD. 

FP, J. Munday. 
RISING CITY. 

Elwood S. Jones. 
SCHUYLER. 

W. I. Allen. 

Geo. W. Wertz. 
STANTON. 

Geo. A. Eberly. 
WEST POINT. 

Oo, C, Anderson. 
YORK. 

Geo. M. Spurlock. 


NEVADA. 


CARSON CITY. 
Benson Wright. 


RENO. 
Geo. S. Brown. 
Herman R. Cooke. 
James D. Finch. 
Nixon & Richards. 
Samuel Platt. 


ELKO. 
H. U. Castle. 


LAS VEGAS, 
Leo. A. McNamee. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


CLAREMONT. 
H. W. Parker. 


CONCORD. 
Foster & Lake. 


DOVER. 
Raymond G. Brown, 


LACONIA, 
Stephen S. Jewett. 
Stanton Owen, 


LANCASTER, 


Drew, Shurtleff & 
Morris. 


MANCHESTER. 
Warren, Howe & Wil- 
son. 


ROCHESTER. 
Leslie P. Snow. 


WHITEFIELD. 
E. M. Bowker. 
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NEW JERSEY. 


ATLANTIC CITY. 
U. G. Styron. 


BRIDGETON. 
Le Roy W. Loder. 


HOBOKEN. 
Stuhr & Vogt. 


JERSEY CITY. 

Collins & Corbin. 

Hartshorne, Insley & 

Vreeland. 

MORRISTOWN. 

Cc. F. Wilson. 
NEWARK. 

Claude D. Graton. 


SHREWSBURY. 
Theodore D. Parsons. 


WEEHAWKEN. 
G. Earl Brugier. 


NEW MEXICO. 


ALAMAGORDO. 
Lee R. York. 
ALBUQUERQUE. 
Cc. M. Botts, 

O. N. Marron. 
John Venable. 


CARLSBAD. 
8. D. Stennis, Jr. 


CLOVIS. 
Harry L. Patton. 


GALLUP. 
Edmund R, French. 


RATON. 
H. L. Bickley. 
J. Leahy 

oO. N. Phillips. 

L. 8. Wilson. 


Reid & — 


SANTA 
Colin Neblett. 


Vellacott & Fowler. 


TUCUMCARI. 
James L. Briscoe, 


NEW YORK. 
ALBANY. 
Frederick E. Wadhams 
BUFFALO. 


Adelbert Moot, 
JAMESTOWN. 

Mott & Ottoway. 
NEW HAMBURG. 

Everett P. Wheeler. 


NEW YORK. 
Alfonso Bivona. 
ry ee T. Davis. 


Mauri 


SYOSSET, 
E. L. Winthrop, Jr. 


SYRACUSE. 
D. A. Pierce 








NORTH CAROLINA. 


ASHEVILLE. 
Louis M. Bourne. 
Mark W. Brown. 
Martin, Rollins & 
Wright. 
MeKinley Pritchard, 
James J, Britt. 
Marcus 
Clinton N. Hughes. 
Guy Weaver. 
BURLINGTON. 
Wm. S. Coulter. 
CANTON. 
J. Bat Smathers. 
CHARLOTTE. 
Marvin L, Ritch. 
F. M. Shannonhouse. 


Brawley & Gantt. 

R. O. Everett. 
FAYETTEVILLE. 

Q. K. Nimock. 
GOLDSBORO. 

Hugh Dortch. 
GREENSBORO. 

R. R. King, Jr. 

Sidney 8S. Alderman. 
GREENVILLE. 

Henry Skinner. 
HENDERSON. 

A. A. Bunn, 
HIDDENITE. 

Vv. G. Beckham. 
HIGH POINT. 

Roberson & Dalton. 

Dred Peacock. 
HILLSBORO. 

S. M. Gattis. 
KINSTON. 

Powers & Elliott. 

Fred I, Sutton. 
LENOIR. 

Mark Squires. 
LUMBERTON. 

David H. Fuller. 
MARION. 

W. R. Chambers. 


MOORESVILLE. 
Albert L. Starr. 


NEWBERN. 

A. D, Ward. 
NEWLAND. 

R. W. Wall. 
PLYMOUTH. 

Zeb Vance Norman. 
RALEIGH. 

Murray Allen. 

Pou, Bailey & Pou. 

Armistead, Jones & 


n. 
Lawrence E. Nichols. 


ROXBORO. 
N. Lunsford. 
ROWLAND. 
W. E. Lynch. 


SHELBY. 
Ryburn & Hoey. 


SWAN QUARTER. 
Cc. B. Spencer. 


WAKE FOREST. 
E. W. Timberlake, Jr. 


WALLACE. 
Geo. R. Ward. 


WASHINGTON. 

John H, Small. 
WELDON. 

Ashley B. Stainback. 


WILSON. 
Connor, Hill & Little. 











WILMINGTON. 
P. C. Smith, 
Isaac C. Wright. 
WINSTON-SALEM. 
Burton Craige 
Hastings & ‘Whicher. 
Fred 8S. Hutchins. 
WINTON. 
Cc. W. Jones. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


BEACH. 

R, F. Gallagher. 
BISMARCK. 

Svenbjorn Johnson. 
CARSON. 

A. T. Nelson. 
DEVIL’S LAKE. 

Amasa E. Wheeler. 
ENDERLIN. 

Chas. G. Bangert. 
FESSENDEN. 

B. F. Whipple. 
FARGO. 

Frank I. Temple. 

Lawrence & Murphy. 

Augustus Roberts. 
FINLEY. 

Wm. Barclay. 
GRAND FORKS. 

Geo. A. Bangs. 

T. R. Bangs 


o’Connor & “Peterson. 


HATTON. 
Chas. A. Lyche. 


Oscar J. Seiler. 
LANGDON. 

G. Grimson. 
LISBON. 

Kvello & Adams. 

Hugo P. Remington. 
MINOT. 

Paul Campbell. 

Funke & Eide. 
MOTT. 

a” & Murray. 
Tr 

. A. , er 

ean 

J. W. Lee. 
RUGBY. 

Haroli B. Nelson. 
TURTLE LAKE. 

Cc. L. Foster. 


OnIO. 
AKRON. 
Edwin W. Brouse. 
W. E. Young. 
W. B. McIntosh. 
Lee J. Myers. 
H. A. Sullivan. 
ALLIANCE. 
E. W. Diehl. 
Wm. L. Hart. 
ASHTABULA. 
Sheldon & Rinto. 
we ay 
. C. Sedgwick. 
Sis. warned 
W. Clay Huston. 
West & West. 
BRYAN. 
David A. Webster. 
CANTON. 
Austin Lynch. 
Loren E. Souers. 
BUCYRUS. 
Benjamin Meck. 























CINCINNATI. 
Vincent H. Beckman. 
Bettinger, Schmitt & 
Kreis. 


Henry Baer. 

Stephen R. [ae 
Johnson & 

Malion & Vormubets: 
Chas. H. Stephens. 
Jas, B. Swing. 


CLEVELAND. 

A. E, Bardwell. 

Boyd, Cannon, Brooks 
& Wickham. 

Geo, B. Marty. 

Morgenstern & Mor- 
genstern, 

Wm. Howell. 

Thos. L. Johnson. 


J. H. Orgill. 
Payer, Winch, Min- 


H. G. Schaibly. | 


COLUMBUS. 

James A. Allen. 

W. H. Miller. 

James N. Linton. 

Morton, Irvine & 
Blanchard. 

Tavior. Williams, Cole 
& Harvey. 

Wm. K. Williams 

James M. Hengst. 


CONNEAUT. 
J. EB. Helman. 
R. E. Mygatt. 


CRESTLINE. 
B. J. Cattey. 


DAYTON. 
Frank 8S. Breene. 
W. S. McConnaughey. 


DELAWARE. 
J. R. Selover. 
DELPHOS. 
R. A, Lindeman. 
EAST CLEVELAND. 
Benn B. Rosenfeld. 
EAST LIVERPOOL, 
M. J. McGarry. 
EAST PALESTINE. 
L, M. Kyes. 


R. F. Vandermark. 
FINDLAY. 

F, E. Hurley. 
FREMONT. 

Culbert & Culbert. 
HAMILTON. 

Edgar A. Belden, 
TRONTON. 

A, R. Johnson. 
LIMA. 

Tt. J. Cable. 

Jas, W. Halfhill. 

T. R. Hamilton. 
» ISBON. 

Fillingslevy, Moore & 

Van Fossan. 

LORAIN. 

D. H. Aiken, 
MARIETTA. 

Cc. C. Middelswart. 

A, A. Schramm. 
MIDDLETON. 

Ben F. Harwitz. 

Palmer & Elliott. 

Gus. W. A, Wilmer. 
MOUNT VERNON. 

L. Tate Cromley. 
NAPOLEON. 

P. C. Prentiss. 
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NEW LEXINGTON, 

John F. Pyle. 
OTTAWA. 

Bailey & Leasure. 
PAULDING. 

B, L. Savage. 
POMEROY. 

L. Crary Davis. 
RAVENNA. 

W. J. Beckley. 

H. R. Loomis. 
RITTMAN, 
K. E. Hoover. 
ST. CLAIRSVILLE, 
Earl R. Lewis. 
SANDUSKY. 

E. B. King. 

Geo. C. Steinemann. 
SIDNEY, 

J. D. Barnes. 

Chas. C, Hall. 

Chas. C. Marshall. 
SPRINGFIELD. 

A. C. Link. 

c. S. Olinger. 

W. M. Rockel, 


. Hahn. 
Holbrook, Banker & 
Lewis. 
Frank C. Lewis. 
Elmer E. Davis. 
Tracy, _—— & 
Welle: 
Herbert P. Whitney. 
TROY. 
L, H. Shipman. 
VAN WERT. 
H. L. Conn, 
WARREN. 
Paul E. Kightlinger. 


WASHINGTON C. H, 
Thos. S. Maddox, 


WAUSEON. 
Paxson & Canfield. 


WELLSVILLE. 
Chas. Boyd. 
W, F. Lones. 
James E. O’Grady. 


YOUNGSTOWN. 
Carl Armstrong. 
Chas. J. Jackson. 
John Ruffalo. 
Chas, F. Ohl. 


OKLAHOMA. 


ADA. 

A. E. Chaney. 

B. H. Epperson, 
AFTON. 

Cc. P, Fillebrown., 
ANADARKO. 

Cc. H, Carswell. 


ARDMORE. 

F. M, Adams, 

Geo. A, Ahern. 

H. A. Ledbetter. 

Andrew B. Riddle. 

Hugh W. Rose, 
ays ge ht my 

-Hudson. 

Haves McCoy, 
BRISTOW. 

W. L, Cheatham, 
CHICKASHA, 

Frank M. Bailey. 

Cc. A. Dearmon, 
CUSHING. 

Higgins & Berton, 
DUNCAN. 

Cc. M. Anderson, 

W. C. Lewis, 

H. Grady Ross, 





DURANT. 


e Hatchett-& Ferguson. 


Chas, E. McPherren. 

W. E. Utterback. 
ELK CITY. 

J. M. Bishop, 
EL RENO. 

W. R. Bleakmore. 

W. F. Collins. 

M. B. Cope. 

J. N. Roberson. 
HOOKER, 

Earl Martin. 
IDABEL. 

Gilbert W. Daney. 
KINGFISHER. 

D. K, Cunningham, 
LAWTON. 

Frederick A. Baird. 

Cc. R. Reeves. 

H. A, Smith. 
MARLOW. 

George M. Purcell. 
McALESTER. 

A. C. Markley. 
MIAMI. 

Omer R, Young. 
MUSKOGEE. 

J. B. Campbell. 

Thos, F. Crosby. 

J. B. Furry. 

Chas. A. Moon. 

Geo. S. Ramsey. 

Malcolm E. Rosser. 
NORMAN. 

J. D. Grigsby. 

Sylvester Grim, 

John E. Luttrell. 


OKLAHOMA CITY. 

Henry E. Asp. 

E. E, Blake. 

Burns & Lillard. 

J. D. Chastain. 

c. C. Christison. 

Geo, W. Fields. 

Henry L. Goddard. 

J. Q. A. Harrod. 

Samuel W. Hayes. 

Edward Hirsh. 

A. Carey Hough. 

W. A. Ledbetter. 

Wallace C. Lee, 

J. S. Ross. 

Selby & Callihan, 

Stuart, Cruce & Cruce. 

Suits & Hall. 

H. A. Wilkinson. 

Mrs, Kathryn Van 

Luevern. 

OKMULGEE. 

Chas. A. Dickson, 
PAWHUSKA 

Leahy & Macdonald. 
PONCA CITY. 

David L. Carter, 
SAPULPA. 

Frank Hickman. 
STIGLER. 

E. D. Holley. 
TALAGO. 

W. P. Hickok. 
TULSA. 

Carroll & Mason. 

Geo. E. Reeves, 
WAGONER. 

Cc. E. Castle. 
WALTERS, 

Amil H. Japp. 
WAURIKA. 

E. B, Anderson. 

Green & Pruet. 
WILSON. 

Arleigh Davis, 
WOODWARD. 

Sherman M. Smith. 





OREGON, 


ALBANY. 

Gale S. Hill. 

J. R. Wyatt. 
ASTORIA. 

J. J. Barrett. 

James L. Hope. 
BEND. 

Ross Farnham, 

R, S. Hamilton. 
BURNS. 

J. W. Biggs. 
CANYON CITY. 

Geo. H. Cattanach. 

Errett Hicks. 
ELGIN, 

L, L. Denham. 
ENTERPRISE. 

Daniel Boyd. 

A. S. Cooley. 

D. W. Sheahan. 
EUGENE. 

E. O. Potter. 
GLENDALE. 

Oliver S. Brown. 
INDEPENDENCE. 

D, E. Fletcher. 
. GRANDE. 

H. E. Dixon. 

R. J. Green. 
KLAMATH FALLS. 

Wm. Ganong. 
MARSHFIELD. 

E. Lothard McClure. 
MEDFORD, 

Lincoln McCormack, 

G, M. Roberts. 


ONTARIO. 
R. W. Swagler. 
OREGON CITY. 
Cc. D. & D. C. Latou- 
rette. 


PENDLETON. 
Raley & Raley. 
PORTLAND. 
W. C. Bristol. 
Thos. G. Greene. 
D. C. Lewis. 
Latourette & Latou- 
rette. 
Malarkey, Seabrook & 
Dibble. 
Sanderson Reed. 
Isham N. Smith, 
J. O, Stearns, 


PRINEVILLE. 
N. G. Wallace. 


ROSEBURG. 
. Eddy 
Wimberly % Cordon, 


VALE. 
Geo. E, Davis. 
Robert D, Lytle. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


ALTOONA, 

W. E. Mackey. 

Robt. A. Henderson. 

Nicholas P,. Mervine. 
BUTLER. 

Thomas O. Cratty. 
CHARLEROI. 

Hugh E. Fergus, 
CHESTER. 

Wm. B. Northam, 
DU BOIS. 

L. D. MeCall. 
FRANKLIN. 

Geo. S. Criswell, Jr. 
HERSHEY. 

John E. Snyder, 





LEWISBURG. 

H. M. McClure. 
NEWCASTLE. 

J. Norman. Martin. 
OIL CITY. 

H. C. Dorworth. 
PHILADELPHIA. 

Robert J. Boltz. 

George Wentworth 

Carr, 

Dimner Beeber. 

W. A. Melcher. ee 

Walter George Smith. 

L. N. Sharpe. 

Paul Synnestvedt. 
PHILIPSBURG. 

M. W. Fleming. 
PITTSBURG. 

Homer Adams. 

W. J. Brennen. 

W. Clyde Grubbs. 
POTTSVILLE. 

J. A. Noecker. 
ST. MARYS. ' 

D. J. Driscoll. 
SCRANTON. 

W. J. Fitzgerald. 
SUNBURY. 

Cc. M. Clement. 
UNIONTOWN. 

Harry W. Byrne. 

Carr & Carr. 
WASHINGTON. 

Jas. I. Brownson, Jr. 
WAYNE. 

Chas, Howson. 
WILKES-BARRE. 

Miss Sophia O’Hara. 
WILLIAMSPORT. 

Mortimer C. Rhone. 
YORK, 

W. F. Bay Stewart. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS, 


MANILA. 
W. A. Kincaid. 
Jos. N. Wolfson, 


PORTO RICO. 


SAN JUAN. 
Luis Munoz Morales. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Cooney & Cooney. 
Wm, A. Gunning. 
Thomas Z. Lee. 
Fred Rueckert. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


ANDERSON. 

A. H. Dagnall, 

H. C. Miller. 
BISHOPVILLE. 

Cc. B. Ruffin. 
BLACKVILLE. 

A. H.Ninestein. 
CHARLESTON. 

Wm, Austin, 

John I. Cosgrove. 

Wm. H. Grimball. 

E. G. Hinson. 

J. D. E. Meyer. 

Mitchell & Horlbeck. 

Louis M. Shimel. 

Wm, P. Tillinghast. 
CHESTER. 

M. L. Marion. 
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COLUMBIA. 

Barron, Frierson, 
McCants & Elliott. 

De Pass & De Pass. 

H. N, Edmunds. 

Jas. H, Fowles. 

Clinten T. Graydon. 

R. Y. Kibler. 

Jos. L. Nettles. 

Frank G. Tompkins. 


DILLO 
L. B. Haselden. 
FLORENCE. 
Arrowsmith, Muldrow, 
Bridges & Hicks. 
G. O. Cox. 
GAFFNEY. 
R. hd Dobson, 
GREENVILLE. 
Julia D. Charles. 
Haynsworth & Hayns- 
rth. 


wo 

B. F. Martin. 

J. Robert Martin. 

Stephen Nettles. 
LAURENS. 

Dial & Todd. 
MARION. 

L, D. Lide. 
McCORMICK. 

F. A. Wise. 
NEWBERRY. 

Gea, B. Cromer. 
PICKENS. 

McSwain & Craig. 
RIDGELAND. 

H. Klugh Purdy. 
SALUDA. 

Cc. J, Ramage. 
ST. GEORGE. 

St. Clair Muckenfuss. 
SPARTANBURG. 

Cornelius Otts. 

Brown & Boyd, 

Carson & Tinley. 

Cc. E. Daniel. 
SUMTER. 

Shepard K. Nash. 
WALTERBORO. 

D. B. Peurifoy. 
YORK. 

John A. Marion. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 
Thos. L. Arnold. 
W. F. Corrigan. 
G. N. Williamson, 

a J FOURCHE. 

W. Malvin. 
L M. Simons. 
Cc. P. Seward, 

CHAMBERLAIN. 
E. R. Slifer. 

DEADWOOD. 

John R. Russell. 

DELL RAPIDS. 
Krause & Krause. 

ELK POINT. 

Thos. McInerny. 

FAULKTON. 

Paul Byrne. 

GETTYSBURG. 
Robert B. Fisk. 

HOWARD. 

Theo. N. Feyder. 

HURON. 

A. K, Gardner. 

Chas. P. Warren. 





LEAD. 

Chambers Kellar. 

John Walsh. 
MADISON. 

Ira F. Blewett. 
MITCHELL. 

Herbert E. Hitchcock. 
NEWELL. 

0, E. Farnham. 
PARKER. 

c. L, Jones 
PHILIP. 

Philip & — 
PLANKINGTO. 

Donald ilows 
RAPID CITY. 

Frank D. Bangs. 

Albert R. Denu. 

Geo. A. Jeffers. 

Chas. A. Nystrom. 
REDFIELD. 

S. W. Clark. 
SALEM. 

H. Van Ruschen. 
SIOUX FALLS. 

Martin Bergh. 

U. 8. G. Cherry. 

John C. Mundt. 

Teigen & Davis. 

R. W. Parliman. 
WATERTOWN. 

Daniel K, Loucks. 

Loucks, Hasche & 

Foley. 

James G. McFarland. 

Mark W. Sheafe, Jr. 

Mather & Stover. 
bal ng ie 

P. W. Dougherty. 

WINNER. 

Claude Maule. 
YANKTON. 

Clark & Henderson. 

Henry Kunkle. 


TENNESSEE. 


BENTON, 
B. B. C. Witt & Son. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
John H. Early. 
Fleming & Shepherd. 
Floyd Estill. 

Jos. V. Williams. 
Chas. 8. Coffey. 
Williams & Frierson. 

CLARKSVILLE, 
Collier W. Goodlett. 

COLUMBIA. 

Thos. H. Peebles. 
Hughes, Hatcher & 
Hughes. 

FAYETTEVILLE. 
Routt, Myers & Craw- 

ford. 

GALLATIN. 

D. B. Bell. 

HARRIMAN. 

Sam A, Breazale. 

HENDERSON. 

J. I. Galbraith. 

JELLICO. 

H. K. Tramell. 

JOHNSON CITY. 
Stanley Barlow. 
H. G. Morison. 

KINGSPORT. 

F’, J, Heazel. 

KNOXVILLE. 

Acuff, Powers & 
Powers. 

Lewis M. G. Baker. 

Thos, L. Carty. 

Chas, T. Cates, Jr. 





John W. Green. $ 

Lindsley, Young & 
Young. 

Norman B, Morrell. 

Harley G. Fowler. 


Pickle, Turner, Ken- 
ase. b. Cate. 

R. L. 

Smith, Word & An- 


derso 
wright. mWright & 
Saxton. 
LAFOLLETTE, 
H. G. Murray. 
LAWRENCEBURG. 
Noble L. Freeman. 
LIVINGSTON. 
c. J. Cullom, 
MARTIN. 
M. H. Biggs. 
MEMPHIS. 
. P. Cary. 
Abe Cohen. 
Chas. N. Fox. 
S. A. Gadsey. 
G. T. Fitzhugh 
J. E. Holmes. 
Clyde H. Koen, 
John D. Martin. 
L. J. Monteverde. 
Philip A. Rush. 
Allen Hughes. 
Geo. Randolph. 
Milton B. Rose. 
Wright, Miles, Waring 
& Walker. 
MILAN. 
J. P. Rhodes. 
NASHVILLE. 
R. B. C. Howell, 
Jos. C. Higgins. 
W. E. Norvell. 
NEWBERN. 
John M. Drane. 


WINCHESTER. 
Arthur Crownover. 


TEXAS. 


AMARILLO. 
F. A. Cooper. 
J. V. Guleke. 
——— 
E. Masterson. 


AUSTIN 
T. H. McGregor. 
Garrett, Brownlee & 
Goldsmith. 

G. B. Smedley. 

N. A. Stedman, 
BEAUMONT. 

A. Ludlow Calhoun. 

John M. Conley. 

Y. D. Carroll. 

Jas. . t. -apams 

F, O. 

David ‘o-Fiel. 

Cc. E. Pool. 

Tom C. Stephenson. 
BEEVILLE. 

Jas. R. Dougherty. 
BRECKENRIDGE. 

G. O. Bateman, 

J. Webster Darden. 
BROWNSVILLE. 

Jas. A, Graham. 

Ira Webster. 
BUFFALO. 

John A. Newsom. 
CAMERON. 

W. G. Gillis, 
CARRIZO SPRINGS. 

A. P. Johnson. 





co 









CISCO 


B. W. Patterson. 


CLEBURNE. 


Walker & Baker. 


LEMAN. 
Snodgrass & Dibrell. 
COMA 
. W. Holmes. 
conaue CHRISTI. 
John S. McCampbell. 
Robert W. Stayton. 
CORSICANA. 
W. A. Tarver. 
DALHART. 
A. W. Schlofman. 
Tatum & Strong. 
DALLAS. 
W. 8S. Bramlett. 
Clark & Clark. 


Geo. Clifton Edwards. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
J. W. Gormley. 
W. H. Graham. 
W. T. Henderson. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
Thos. A. Knight. 
Harry P. Lawther. 
M, L, Littleton. 
A. H. McKnight. 
Ma M. Nold. 


Wendel Spence. 
Templeton, Beall, Wil- 
liams & Callaway. 
Thompson, Knight, 
Baker & Harris. 
M. W. Townsend. 
G. Q. Youngblood. 
DENTON. 
J. W. Sullivan, 
EASTLAND. 
J. M. Ferrell. 
EL PASO. 
Dyer, Croom & Jones 
J. M. Coggin. 
S. J. Isaacks. 
J, A. Richardson. 
J. L. Stewart. 
Jos. U. Sweeney. 
Turney, Burges, Cul- 
well, eine & 


. Tittman, 


FT. WORTH. 

Capps, Cantey, 
ger & Short. 

P. W. Brown, 
Lee, Lomax & Smith. 
R. M. Rowland. 
John W. Wray. 
George Thompson. 
J. H. Barwise, Jr. 
H. T. Cooper, 


Dee Estes. 

O. W. Gillespie. 
Robert N. McMillen. 
Arthur L. Moore. 
W. M. Odell. 


Han- 


V. K. Wedgworth. 


GAINESVILLE. 
W. E. Murphy. 
J. L, Tippit. 


GALVESTON. 
John L. Darrouzet. 
James B. & Charles J. 
Stubbs. 
John T. Wheeler. 
Bryan F. Williams. 
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GEORGETOWN. 
Wilcox & Graves. 
HEARNE. 
J, F, Lane. 
HEMPSTEAD. 
R. E. Tompkins. 
HOUSTON. 
Virgil E. Arnold, 
John F. Battaile. 
Frank L. Bender. 
Jack Ciulla. 
Robert L. Cole. 
W. L. Cook. 
Dannebaum, Amer- 
man & Sears. 
Fuller & Fuller. 
S. T. Deason. 
Harry W. Freeman. 
D. Edward Greer. 
aa & Harris. 
Lockett. 
John’ G. Logue, 
B. F. Louis. 
Mathis, Teague & 
Mathis. 
J. V. Meek. 
John W. Parker. 
Thos. C. Rowe. 
J. H. Tallichet. 
Turnley & Clark. 
JACKSONVILLE. 
Lee G. Carter. 
LAREDO. 
Asher R. Smith. 
LONGVIEW. 
Young & Stinchcomb. 
MARSHALL, 
F. H. Prendergast. 
MEMPHIS. 
David Fitzgerald, 
MEXIA, 
O. M. Wrol. 
MINERAL WELLS. 
Ritchie & Ranspot. 
Smith & Smith. 
NEW BOSTON. 
L. R. Atkins. 
PADUCAH. 
Clifford Graves. 
PLAINVIEW. 
M, J. Baird. 
PORT ARTHUR. 
J. E. Rose. 
J. W. Williams. 
V. J. Wistner. 


RIO GRANDE CITY. 
R. Oosterveen, 

ROCKPORT. 
Gordon Gibson. 

SAN ANTONIO. 
Robert L. Ball. 
Claude V. Birkhead, 
Charles Dittmar. 
J. D. Dodson. 
Graham Dowdell. 
Geo. W. Huntress, 
Oo. H, E, Kramer, 
Solon Stewart. 
Terrell, Davis, Huff & 

MeMillan. 


SHERMAN. 
C. B. Randell. 
G. P. Webb. 


SPUR. 
W. D. Wilson, 


STEPHENVILLE. 
E, T. Chandler. 


SULPHUR SPRINGS. 
Cc. E. Beasley. 


TEMPLE. 
Sam D. Snodgrass. 


TEXARKANA., 


R. W. Rogers. 
King & Mahaffey. 
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TYLER, 
Johnson, Edwards & 
Hughes. 
WACO. 
Nat Harris, 
Harry P. Jordan, 
- R. O. Stotter. 
O. L. Stribling. 
D. A. Kelley. 
W. M. Sleeper. 
WAXAHACHIE. 
J. L. Gammon. 
WICHITA FALLS. 
A. H. Britain, 
Ewalt, Parfet &.Mart- 
lew . 
WILLS POINT. 
Wynne & Wynne. 


UTAH, 


FILLMORE. 
T. M. Ivory. 

GUNNISON. 
A. E. Park. 

LOGAN. 

J. C. Walters. 
Ernest T. Young. 
MOUNT PLEASANT. 
James W. Cherry. 


Cc. A, Boyd, 

Geo. Halverson. 

A. G. Horn. 

Cc. H. Hollingsworth. 
SALT LAKE CITY, 

E. M. Bagley. 

G. W. Bartch, 

Booth & Lee. 

L. Eggertsen Cluff. 

E. B. Critchlow. 

H. R. Macmillan, 

Thos. Marioneaux. 

Thomas Ramage. 

Skeen & Skeen. 

Ray Van Cott, 

Waldemar Van Cott. 


VERMONT. 


BETHEL. 
Guy Wilson. 
ISLAND POND. 
Harry B. Amey. 
MONTPELIER. 
Jos, G. Frattini. 
Fred Laird. 
Julius A. Wilcox. 
NEWPORT. 
Walter H, Cleary, 
NORTHFIELD. 
Plumley & Plumley. 
Wm. C. White. 
ST. ALBANS. 
Geo. Hogan. 
ST. JOHNSBURY. 
Harry Blodgett. 


VIRGINIA, 


ARRINGTON. 
Will T. Snyder, 
CAPE CHARLES, 
Louis S. Sacks. 
CLIFTON FORGE. 
O. B. Harvey. 
DANVILLE. 

J. T. Watson. 
te 
D. O. Dechert, 

HILLSVILLE, 
L, E. Lindsay. 
LEESBURG. 
Edwin E. Garrett. 





LEXINGTON. 


H. St. George Tucker. 


LYNCHBURG. 
Duncan Drysdale, 
MARION, 
Geo. F. Cook. 
NORFOLK. 
R. W. Peatross. 
Thomas W. Shelton. 


PETERSBURG. 


Plummer & Bohannan 


Ts 
W. H. Powers, 
RICHMOND. 
Sherlock Bronson. 
Geo. Bryan. 
A. W. Patterson, 
S. S. P. Patteson. 
Lawrence P. Pool. 
Robt. E. Scott. 
Robert H. Talley. 
Thos. I. Talley. 
ROANOKE. 
E. C. Dickerson, 
Jackson & Henson. 
Staples, Coche & 
Hazlegrove, 
STAUNTON. 
Taylor McCoy. 
VICTORIA, 
Geo. E. Allen. 
WINCHESTER. 
Warren Rice. 


WASHINGTON. 


ABERDEEN. 

A. B. Graham, 
CENTRALIA. 

W. H. Cameron, 
CHEHALIS. 

Gus C, Thacker. 
COLFAX. 

S. R. Clegg. 
COLVILLE. 

W. Lon Johnson, 

Osee W. Noble. 
COUPEVILLE, 

D. W. Craddock. 
ELLENSBURG. 

John H, McDaniels. 

J. A. Whitfield. 
HARRINGTON. 

H, W. Reading. 
HOQUAIM. 

Wm, E. Campbell. 
MOUNT VERNON. 

Wilbra Coleman. 
NORTH YAKIMA. 


I, J. Rounds. 
OKANOGAN. 

O. H. Neal. 
OMAK 

Carl N. Woods. 
PASCO. 

Chas. W. Johnson, 


FORT TOWNSEND. 
A. R. Coleman, 
REPUBLIC. 
Jas, T. Johnson. 
ROSALIA, 
Chas, E, Fleming. 
SEATTLE. 
Edward Brady. 
Vivian M, Carkeek,. 
Carver & Slattery. 
Cc. E. Claypool. 
Grover E. eee 


Carroll B. Graves. 
James A. Haight. 
James B. Howe. 


McClure & McClure. 





J. K. McDowall. 
W. G. McLaren. 
Wm, Parmerlee. 
Fred H. Peterson. 
Winter S. Martin. 
Harold Preston. 
H. J. Ramsey. 
John W. Roberts. 
Roberts, Wilson & 


Skeel. 
John J. Sullivan. 
SHELTON. 
M. W. Logan. 
SOUTH BEND. 
Herman Murray. 
SPOKANE. 
Cannon & Ferris. 
F. H. Graves. 
Nuzum, Clark & 
Nuzum, 
TACOMA. 
Chas. O. Bates. 
Ellis, Fletcher & 
Evans. 
Guy E. Kelly. 
M. A. Langhorne. 
Lund & Lund. 


'’ ee FT J. McMillan. 
H. G, & Dix Rowland. 
Sullivan & Christian. 


TONASKET. 
Jos. A. Merva, 


WALLA WALLA. 
W. G. Coleman, 
Geo. W. Thompson, 


WENATCHEE. 
Alfred Gfeller. 
Frederick G. B. 

Kemp. 


WILBUR. 
Cc. M. N. Love. 


YAKIMA 


Thos. E. Grady. 
Cc. E. Udell. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


BECKLEY. 
Cc, Overton Dunn. 
Harley M. Kilgore. 
M. L. Painter. 
BLUEFIELD. 
Arthur F. Kingdon. 
Lee & Tanner. 
CHARLESTON. 
Bowers & Gilchrist. 
Koontz & Hurlbutt 


McClintic, Mathews & 


Campbell. 


Payne, Minor & Bou- 


chelle., 
Harry E. Penhale. 


ee = Spilman 


“ Fr Stites. 
CLARKSBURG. 

Stout & Meredino. 
CLAY. 

B. C. Eakle. 
FAIRMONT. 

Paul G, Armstrong. 

Trevey Nutter. 
FAYETTEVILLE. 

E. L. Nuckolls. 


GRAFTON 
Ww. Merle Watkins, 


HINTON. 
Thos. N. Read. 


HUNTINGTON. 


Fitzpatrick, Campbell, 


Brown & Davis. 
P. D. Garda. 
Vinson, Thompson, . 
Meek & Renshaw. 
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MARTINSBURG. 
Clarence E. Martin. 
PARKERSBURG. 
Ambler, McCluer & 
Ambler. 
Merrick & Smith. 


J. Albert Toler. 
POINT PLEASANT. 
Chas. E. Hogg. 

SPENCER. 
Thos. P. Ryan. 
WELLSBURG. 
F. A. Chapman, 
WHEELING, 
McCamic & Clarke. 
J. Bernard Handlan. 
WESTON. 
Robert L. Bland. 
W. W. Brannon. 
WILLIAMSON. 
John H. Greene. 
Wiles & Bias. 


WISCONSIN, 


ANTIGO. 

Chas. H. Avery. 
APPLETON. 

Francis S. Bradford, 

L. Hugo Keller. 
ARCADIA. 

Frank E. Hebert. 
ASHLAND. 

Frank B. Lamoreux, 

Allan T. Pray. 
BELOIT. 

H. W. Adams, 
BURLINGTON. 

Louis H. Rohr. 
COLBY. 

Frank A. Jackson, 
EAU CLAIRDB. 

Cc. T. Bundy. 





FOND DU LAC, 
Martin & Martin. 
A. D, Sutherland. 
Lu. A. Williams, 


GRAND RAPIDS. 
Chas. B. Briere. 
Frank W. Calkins, 


GREEN BAY. 

Minahan, Minahan, 

Minahan and Du- 
quaine. 

Rex I. McCreery, 

Sheridan & Evrard. 

A. McComb. 
HARTFORD. 

Sawyer & Sawyer. 
HUDSON. 

Baker & Haven. 
LA CROSSE. 

Geo, H. Gordon. 

A. H, Schubert. 
MADISON. 

Chas. B. Dunn. 

Gilbert & Ela. 

8S. A, Madigan. 
MANITOWOC. 

Emil Baensch. 

E. 8. Schmitz, 
MERRILL. 

Richard B. Runke. 


MILWAUKEE. 


Alexander & Burke. 


Bottum Hudnall, 
Lecher & Mc- 
Namara. 

Bohmrick & Gabel. 

Harvey M. Burns. 


Emmet J. Carrigan. 


H, L. Eaton. 

H,. F. Friedrich. 
John A. F. Groth, 
Andrew Gilbertson. 
Thos. F, Hayden. 
W. A. Hayes. 

F. P. Hopkins. 
rrank M. Hoyt. 

H. R .Manger. 
Thos. A. Manning. 





Robert N. McMynn. 
ll. 


Olwell, Durant & 
Brady. 
J. L. O’Connor. 
Rix & Barney. 
Dale C. Shockley. 
Henry 8. Sloan. 
A, G. Schweftel. 
Henry W. Stark. 
Van Dyke, Shaw, 
Muskat & Van 
Dyke. 


OSHKOSH. 


John W. Hume. 
Frank B. Keefe. 


PLATTEVILLE. 


Jesse J. Ruble. 


PORTAGE. 


Daniel H. Grady, 


PRAIRIE DU CHIEN 


J. P .Evans. 


RACINE. 


Cc. O. Bergener. 
Chas. Krenzke. 
Jorn H. Liegler. 


RHINELANDER, 


E. D, Minahan. 


STURGEON BAY. 


W. E. Wagener. 


SUPERIOR, 
W. 


. R. Foley. 


TOMAH 


D. E, Roberts. 


VIROQUA, 


J. Henry Bennett. 


WATERTOWN. 


Chas. R. Blumenfield. 
John G. Conway. 


WEST ALLIS. 


Nicholas F. Lucas. 


WEST SUPERIOR. 
W. M. 


Steele. 


WISCONSIN RAPIDS. 


Goggins & Brazeau. 





WYOMING. 


CASPER. 
Alfred R. Lowey. 
W. H. Patten. 
CHEYENNE. 
W. C. Kinkead. 
Herbert V. Lacey. 
Chas. E, Lane. 
GREYBULL. 
Edw. H. Ellis. 
ROCK SPRINGS. 
F. W. Johneon, 
Lewis H. Brown. 
Rush L, De Nise. 
SHERIDAN. 
C. A. Kutcher. 
Diefenderter « 
Wakeman. 


BRAZIL. 
RIO DE JANEIRO. 
Richard P. Momsen. 
CANADA. 


MONTREAL. 
Victor E. Mitchell. 


HALIFAX. 
H. Mellish. 
FINLAND. 
HELSINGFORS. 
Cc. L. Kagey. 
NEW ZEALAND. 
WELLINGTON. 
F. Harrison. 
SCOTLAND. 


GLASGOW. 
Donald Mackay. 
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